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INTRODUCTION 


Unity & Struggle" has been created as a result of the collective resolution of the Marxist-Leninist 
parties and organizations which met at the International Conference in Quito (Ecuador) in July 1994. 


The First International Conference of the Marxist-Leninist Parties and Organisations approved 
publishing a theoretical review as its organ of expression. A review in order to intervene in the 
debate that the communists must deliver towards the different currents of thinking which express 
themselves in the present world, moderating the fight of opinions between the communists and 
revolutionaries, contributing to the mutual exchange of experiences and to the circulation of the 
political fight in every country, offering answers to the phenomena which, in this or that manner, 
affect the lives of the proletariat and of the peoples. 


"Unity & Struggle" is, at the same time, a result of the steps of unity that the Marxist-Leninist Parties 
and Organisations have decided to strengthen and reassume. It is an instrument to guarantee this 
unity on the basis of proletarian internationalism. It assesses and collects the work for the unification 
and coordination we Marxists-Leninists have effectuated in other moments and gives it continuity 
and projection. 


We strive for a unity in view of the proletariat and the peoples. A unity which will permit us to give 
the labour movement and the different popular sectors cohesion. A unity which connects the fight for 
socialism with the struggles for national liberation and democracy. A unity which serves us to 
formulate our tasks in the revolutionary political action and to refer to the wide spectrum of 
democratic, anti-imperialist and anti-fascist forces. A unity which is strange to the spirit of a sect, 
firm in the principles and, at the same time, impregnated by the spirit of innovation of the Marxist- 
Leninist theory. 


Today when the crisis, with major strength, strikes the majority of population, when the neo-liberal 
proposals of imperialism and of the bourgeoisie show their limits, when the protest and fight of 
broad sectors show their effects in many countries, illuminating the next rises in the revolutionary 
fight and when new searches in direction of conquering a better world are expressed, the 
communists’ obligation is the more important. The proletariat and the peoples need alternatives 
which are able to respond to their desires and interests. "Unity & Struggle" wants to be a tribune 
from which we Marxist-Leninists offer our alternatives. 


It is in our higher interest to reach a broad distribution of the review in each country. We also want 
to express our appeal to join this activity and to support our proclamation at the Conference to all 
Marxist-Leninist parties and organizations which have not participated in it so far. 


"Unity & Struggle" is an effort of all who we have agreed to convert the unity of the Marxist- 
Leninists into a concrete reality. Its life and its results as well as its quality, continuity and 
distribution depend on the efforts we make. 


Coordinating Committee of the International Conference of Marxist-Leninist Parties and 
Organisations 
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COMMUNIQUE 


COMMUNIST CALL TO THE WORKERS AND PEOPLES 


So long as there is exploitation of man by man and capitalism destroys the very existence of 
humanity in the world, there will be struggle. 


So long as the imperialist and bourgeoisie oppress weak nations and defenceless peoples, there will 
be struggle. 


So long as the workers and peoples of the world aspire to transform today's society and to change it 
for their own benefit and win or die for it, there will be struggle. 


"The history of all hitherto existing society is the history of class struggles." (Communist Manifesto) 


Contrary to the class conciliatory sermons of the capitalists, according to which workers and the 
owners of the means of production have the same interests, we emphasise anew the Marxist thesis 
that class struggle is the driving force of history in class society. 


The class struggle will not end so long as the noble and basic aims of the workers and the peoples to 
build socialism and communism on the ruins of capitalism have not been fulfilled. 


In the last decades the communist and the workers' movement has been badly hit. The process of 
capitalist restoration that spread after the 20th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union 
and that gave rise to events such as those in Eastern Europe and the ex-USSR, the treason in 
Albania, etc., are part of the actions of imperialism and the reactionary, revisionist and pro-capitalist 
forces. The historical limitations, inexperience, the lack of development of theory, the 
underestimation of the contradictions in the socialist society, the bureaucracy, the isolation of the 
communist parties from the workers and peoples -these were causes which led to inability of the 
communists, workers and peoples to defend their achievements and prevent capitalist restoration. 
Nor were we able to prevent the rise of a new bourgeois class, which, behind a "socialist" mask, 
seized power and destroyed socialism. 


After this last generalised assault of imperialism and capitalism, which intended to wipe out 
Marxism-Leninism, scientific socialism, communism, proletarian revolution and anti-imperialism, 
we are rising again, in all corners of the world. Communists are being born again in every workers’ 
strike, in every popular mobilisation, in every struggle of the working class and peoples for freedom 
and democracy, in every revolt of the youth and in every guerrilla group. We reorganise, unite, draw 
lessons from what has happened and continue to march forward. 


We will not give up our endeavour until we accomplish our historical mission. 


We are millions of human beings in struggle. We workers continue to be the main producers of all 
wealth, everywhere and the different conditions in which the means of production develop. Nothing 
in essence will change so as others live from our sweat and so long as we have not achieved the 
transformation of this society into a more advanced one. 


What innovation, what type of technical-scientific revolution can displace us as the main axis of 
thecontemporary society? No scientific and technical progress or discoveries can change the basic 
nature of the proletariat. Nor do they change the fact that the means of production continue to be in 
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capitalist hands. The wealth produces by our work has been and continue to be the material base for 
all scientific and technological developments. 


The class struggle cannot be abolished, neither will it disappear so long as the private ownership of 
the means of production is maintained. But of course we should take into account these scientific 
and technical developments, learn how to control and use them for the benefit of the peoples and for 
the revolution. 


"The proletarian movement is the self-conscious, independent movement of the immense majority, in 
the interest of the immense majority." 


"Proletarians have nothing of their own to secure and fortify; their mission is to destroy all previous 
secur>ties for and, insurances of, individual property." (Communist Manifesto) 


No other social class or stratum can achieve these objectives, This is the task of the proletariat. The 
proletariat is the most revolutionary class in society, with the highest skill and ability, able to unite 
and to lead other exploited classes and strata in the struggle against capital. 


We are here today and active in the resent epoch. We workers and peoples have not set aside a single 
instant in the struggle for our objectives, Nothing substantial has changed in our epoch as Lenin 
defined it. It continues to be the epoch of imperialism and proletarian revolutions. Everything that 
has occurred since the October Revolution of 1917, the Second World War and the defeat of 
fascism, the liberation of the colonial peoples, the Chinese, Vietnamese and other revolutions, the 
advanced that took place in the building of socialism, the final imperialist onslaught and the struggle 
of the peoples today -all these confirm the Leninist thesis about the epoch in which we live. The 
fundamental contradictions remain as before. 


Imperialism and the bourgeoisie fiercely attack Marxism-Leninism and proclaim its invalidity. We 
may well ask: because they very wee know that this theory is still valid and unassailable. Marxism- 
Leninism is based on the continuously developing scientific knowledge, on the development of 
social experiences and on progressive human thought. It is a theory with a revolutionary character 
which represents the historical interests of the proletariat and of all humanity. It progresses 
dialectically; breaks down barriers and engenders what is new. We Marxist-Leninist are conscious of 
our weaknesses in the comprehension, application and development of Marxism- Leninism. The 
problem is one of our own limitations, a problem that we will overcome. Historical experience has 
demonstrated the vitality of Marxism-Leninism. If there are old and obsolete ideologies and theories 
that belong to the past, these are bourgeois theories. Marxism-Leninism belongs in the present and to 
the future. 


"Does it require deep intuition to comprehend that men's ideas, views and conceptions, in one word, 
man's consciousness, changes with every change in the conditions of his material existence, in his 
social relations and in his social life?" 


"When people speak of ideas that revolutionise society, they do but express the fact that within the 
old society the elements of a new one have been created and that the dissolution of the old ideas 
keep an even pace with the dissolution of the old conditions of existence." (Communist Manifesto) 


In accordance with their call interests, revisionists and opportunists of all shades distorted these 
statements of the Communist Manifesto and came to anti-communist conclusions. They want to 
preserve their position as "great leaders" and their own privileges: they want to guide the workers' 
movement and prevent the workers from taking their destiny into their own hands. Thus they serve 
the bourgeoisie and cause huge damage to the working class. Communist on the other hand struggle 
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against these deviations, push aside these servants of the bourgeoisie and help the working class to 
rely on their own forces in order to advance. 


Revisionism is a danger for the revolutionary process, for the communist parties and for the 
construction of socialism. Revisionism and opportunism of all shades continue to be a danger against 
which the struggle cannot be discontinued or relaxed. 


To debate these questions, to take a position on them, to establish what is now necessary: Herein 
lies the inevitable and urgent ideological struggle both in the field of revolution as in the field of the 
revolutionary, ideological offensive against the assault of reaction. No communist, no vanguard 
party should shrink before the task of confronting ideas and conceptions. let us open the debate, 
confronting ideas, analyses, lessons and explanations, so that we may reach conclusions which will 
allow us to march forward. "Facts are stubborn" said Lenin and the obstinacy of facts requires us to 
be Leninists. 


We created our parties in the noise battle, as we rained blows against revisionism and opportunism. 
Their ideological degeneration and political treachery bear the main responsibility for the damage 
caused to the international communist and workers' movements. 


Communist parties are the indispensable instruments for organising revolution in the each one of our 
countries, We as a whole, are the International Conference of the Marxist-Leninist Parties and 
Organisations, the real alternative for the working class and peoples. The flame of the proletarian 
revolution and the hope of the peoples continue to be in the hands of the communists. 


"The communist fight for the attainment of the immediate aims, for the enforcement of the 
momentary interests of the working class; but in the movement of the present, they also represent 
and take care of the future of the movement." (Communist Manifesto) 


We think that the popular masses are -and should always and everywhere be- the pioneers of history. 
Only when communist parties have become bureaucratic and ideologically degenerate, losing their 
revolutionary vanguard character as servants of the working class and of the peoples, have the 
masses abandoned them. The communists, workers and peoples should never break the threads that 
by the thousand bind us together. 


We communists, together with the working class and peoples, fighting with them for their interests, 
should and can seize power; with them we should build popular-democratic forms of the dictatorship 
of the proletariat and the socialist state, construct socialism and march forward. 


Imperialism has always been and will continue to be the source of aggression and of predatory wars. 
In recent years Iraq, Somalia, Panama, Yemen, Ruined, ex- Yugoslavia, ex USSR, Haiti, etc., have 
been the scene of aggressive, racist and reactionary wars. We denounce the evil character of these 
wars. It is urgently necessary to organise and support popular movements against these imperialist 
war policy. We workers, peoples and communists should be at the head of this struggle. 


Revolution requires unity of action from the working class and the peoples. We communists must 
create this unity. Conception and practice are interlinked. Alliances are necessary. In establishing 
such alliances we need above all to rely on our own strength, come together with others and practice 
unity with revolutionary objectives. Then we can form alliances which do not lead us to concessions 
on principles. Such alliances and actions however, should never lead us to forget that the class 
struggle must be carries through with force to the end. 
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We fight our decision to hold aloft the banner of Marxism-Leninism, to fight for its application and 
to convert our parties and organisations into a political, social and organisational alternative, both 
nationally and internationally. Our parties and organisations restate our pledge to fight on the side of 
the working class and the peoples for the proletarian revolution and for the independence and 
sovereignty of the peoples, together with democrats, patriots and progressive persons to oppose 
capitalist and imperialist domination. 


We pledge to keep alive the spirit of the Paris Commune, of the October Revolution and of all the 
revolutionary processes and experiences based upon the principles elaborated by Marx, Engels, 
Lenin and Stalin. 


"The communists disdain to conceal their views and aims, they openly declare that ends can be 
attained only by the forcible overthrow of all existing social conditions. Let the ruling classed 
tremble at a communistic revolution. The proletarians have nothing to lose but their chains. They 
have a world to win." (Communist Manifesto) 


Proletarians and peoples of the world! The fight continues. In anticipation f the new revolutionary 
wave of struggle we communists, workers and peoples must be in the front rank of pioneers. 


Let us put the historic words of Marx and Engels into action: 
PROLETARIANS OF ALL COUNTRIES, UNITE! 
August 1994, Quito-Ecuador 


Communist Party of Benin 

Communist Party of Chile (Proletarian Action) 
Communist Party of Colombia (ML) 

Communist Party of Labour of Dominican Republic 
ML Communist Party of Ecuador 

Workers Communist Party of France 

Communist Party of Germany (KPD) 

Labour Party of Iran (Toufan) 

Organisation for the Communist Party of the Proletariat of Italy 
Revolutionary Communist Party of Ivory Cost 
Communist Party of Mexico (ML) 

Marxist-Leninist Collective of New Zealand 
Communist Organisation October of Spain 
Revolutionary Communist Party of Turkey (TDKP) 
Revolutionary Communist Party of Volta 

Red Flag Party of Venezuela 
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RESOLUTIONS 


Solidarity with Francisco Caraballo 


The parties and Marxist-Leninist organisations, signing below, meeting in Ecuador, express our 
communist solidarity with comrade Francisco Caraballo and his fellows detained by the Colombian 
army. 

Caraballo, first secretary of the Communist Party of Colombia (ML), commander of the Popular 
Liberation Army, of the Simon Bolivar Guerrilla Coordination, revolutionary fighter since his early 
youth, embodies a communist militant model. His self-denial has always been exemplary and at all 
times he has placed the interests of the Colombian revolution above any other consideration. 
Francisco Caraballo is also an ardent internationalist who proclaims the unity of the world 
communists, as an indispensible factor to cement active solidarity of the peoples of the world in the 
common struggle against imperialism and reaction. 

His arrest is a harsh blow to the Colombian revolution, a blow that we resent directly. 
Notwithstanding, we are convinced, that following his first secretary and commander example, the 
Colombian communists and the EPL combatants will be able to overcome this cruel blow, redouble 
their revolutionary ardour and to march forward by the revolutionary path, taking into account his 
words: 

"We, the EPL commanders and fighters, have been peace partizans; but the political realm itself and 
the blows of the reaction have compelled us to become armed man." 

We show our solidarity with Francisco Caraballo and his comrades, along with all Colombian 
fighters and their people. 


Ecuador, July 1994 


Freedom to Hamma Hammami 


After having been detained by the Tunisian police, Hamma Hammami, the spokesman of the 
Workers Communist Party of Tunisia, has been subjected to heavy physical and moral tortures and 
left to rot in the worst conditions in dungeon. Various human rights organisations have protested, 
several times, at the situation of the prisions in Tunisia and the ill treatments towards comrade 
Hammami. 

The only accusation directed to him by the authorities is "to be a member of a banned political 
organisation". That means the violation of a principal right, namely the right to oppose a regime 
which is the enemy of the people. 

Up to now, in Tunisia, in many African countries and in France, various activities have been carried 
out to protest against the attacks and the ill prison conditions to which comrade Hammami has been 
subjected and to demand his release. 

We demand the release of Hammami and call upon all progressive forces to raise their voices to 
rescue Hammami from the paws of the reactionary regime in Tunisia. 


Coordinating Committee 
Ecuador, August 1994 
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COLOMBIA 


New fields of the debate on the crisis of Marxism 


Today's reality has placed the debate about the crisis of Marxism on new grounds. Once more, life - 
immensely rich- is further forward than theory. Practise refutes or confirms theory and continues to 
claim the necessity of an ideological and political body, able to change this world, able to shed light 
on the way to reach the utopia. 


It is the dialectics of facts and ideas that even in the darkest moments, in the most inhospitable 
places, there are things which do not belong to that sub-stratum and which give rise and forebode 
new day breaks. 


Neo-liberalism has not been able to save capitalism from crisis, while it has increased the 
exploitation and poverty of the peoples. Bourgeois democracy has shown its class boundaries. These 
kinds of expressions are being heard in different places of the world. Post-modernist and rightist 
theories and thoughts which served as their back up, are no longer very attractive. Increasingly eyes 
are being turned to what we can call the left. The great challenge to Marxist-Leninists is to show 
theoretical and practical capacity to channel this search which is still too indefinite. 


The limits and paradoxes of the "new" right 


We should start saying that neo-liberalism, which has nothing new, has failed in the previous epochs. 
Let us leave that for other spaces of historical reflections. Let us remember now that the new right 
theoreticians claimed not only the victory of "free" market all over the world but they set it up as the 
last phase of economic thoughts. They declare that, with it and its democracy correlative views, we 
have arrived at the zenith of human development (some of them even say that we are dealing with 
the end of history). From now on, what can possibly take place is the improvement of and retouching 
on capitalism and its bourgeois state! 


It is true -and this cannot be underestimated- that the bourgeoisie keeps same capacity to handle its 
crisis and that it has shown liability to move resources of different nature in order to avoid its 
collapse. In the ideological and political field, it has increased its power of manipulation and 
influence. Precisely, neo-liberal measures were set up to play their role to dodge the elements of 
crisis which have been accumulating since the beginning of the 1970s. One can say that up to the 
moment they have postponed its burst. 


However, with neo-liberalism, there have been accumulated new factors of crisis that are subject to 
serious pre-occupation in imperialist power circles. This is mainly due to the swelling of speculative 
finance capital and tears of a possible explosion of the so-called financial bubble. 


The development of speculative capital goes along with severe problems in the productive sector, 
which in dependent countries, get to the point of assuming the characteristics of industrialisation. 
This has increased unemployment in the world. Salaries and families’ purchasing capacity have 
dropped. Social security cuts and privatisation have turned into negation of workers' rights and have 
set in motion huge mass mobilisations. 


In contrast with the expansion of big powers in world domination, working people's standard of 
living has decreased since 1970. This is more evident in United States, but it can also be proved in 
Germany and Japan. This fact is worth to be looked upon in its economic and political implications, 
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owing to the fact, among others, that the bribes used by the bourgeoisie in order to feed the strata of 
workers aristocracy, are no longer so directly related with the overseas exploitation. This diminishes 
the basis of support of pro-imperialist and nationalist positions in those workers' sectors. At the same 
time, it can open space for a better solidarity and common work between the working people of 
developed countries and the peoples of dominated countries. 


Today, the gap between the rich and poor countries is bigger. The measures imposed on the 
dependant countries to open their doors to the world market in return for receiving international 
financial capital have decreased their own opportunities for development. They have also increased 
black economy, monopolisation and poverty indexes. It remains a paradox that while the ideas on 
free trade are being spread out, big power's protectionism is increasing and the real participation of 
dependent countries in world trade is decreasing. 


Along with the present characteristics of Technical and Scientific Revolution, it has begun to be 
talked about a new relocation of periphery countries on the scale of imperialist interests. The 
importance of raw materials becomes relative in the face of technological developments, synthetic 
production and bio-technological advances. Comparative advantages of offering cheap labour force 
do not have the same weight now with robotics developments, with the fragmentation of the process 
of productive production, maquilles, domiciliary work, etc. Some people even dare to say that these 
countries, in the economic sense, should be accessory. But they cannot forget what they represent in 
terms of the service sector, financial speculation, imperialist geopolitics, natural reserves, military 
location and hegemonistic dispute. 


The benefits of development, instead of reflecting themselves in the improvement of the standard of 
living, increase economic and social differences, and polarises even further class contradictions. At 
the same time, it erodes illusions of reaching better conditions of working and existence under neo- 
liberal policies. 


The setting up of typical reform measures of market economy in the ex-USSR and Eastern Europe 
had a shorter life than one expected. The dissatisfaction expressed in these countries, the deepening 
of crisis and the outbreak of confrontation and wars of different order, have revealed the falsity of 
the arguments that claimed a happier life under the slogans of "free" market 


In a somewhat relatively short period, the limits and contradictions of neo-liberalism have 
appeared more evident and this has cracked credibility on "new" right's thought. In spite of its desire, 
nowadays bourgeois economic policies create grounds for a new upsurge in the working and popular 
struggle. 


A crumbly democracy 


If neo-liberal benefits have meant an economic redistribution further regressive than the one that 
existed before, if the gap between rich and poor countries is bigger, if the workers realise a 
worsening in their own situation and throw themselves into protests, then it is evident that the basis 
of the speeches on democracy, which supposedly stems automatically from neo-liberalism, is quite 
fragile. 


Both neo-liberal economic measures and the correlative political reforms that have been pushed 
upon during this period, have derived in changes in the state. What is more notorious for dependent 
countries in this field, is the outrageous negation of national sovereignty and the development of 
arguments to justify imperialist interventions. We are not speaking only about intentions but facts: 
Panama, Granada and Haiti, to mention just a few cases. This role of international gendarme and the 
palpable aggressions, mainly of the USA, widen the basis for anti-imperialist struggles, also that of a 
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democratic recovery of national sovereignty defence and the right to self-determination, as integral 
aspects of national liberation struggle. 


In Latin America, with the deepening of the crisis, imperialist domination, poverty and democracy 
comes to be deceitful or cannot be consolidated. This can be seen through some phenomena: 


- After the struggle against military dictatorships, mainly in the Southern Cone, the same ever 
dominant classes assumed government. They were the ones in charge to impose neo-liberaloism, in 
connivance with the murderous generals proclaimed forgiveness and oblivion. They spoke on behalf 
of change and democracy, and those were able to capitalise wide popular sector support for their 
project. But this is past now. Unrest has come back, and the limits that those processes have shown 
require new formulations in order to cope with the present situation. 


- In several countries of the continent, constitutional reforms have taken place and in others they are 
in preparation. This obeys to Washington's directives on state modernisation. It is true that 
constitutions that rule the life of the great majority of the Latin American peoples need to be 
changed. This has been a claim of the communists and revolutionaries. But the sense of reforms that 
were made under the label of democracy has turned out to be a new frustration. 


Colombian case is a very illustrative one. In 1991, a new constitution was approved. According to 
Gaviria, then president, it would be a peace treaty that the country was expecting. But the reality is 
quite different. 


New constitution keeps those piers that give the Colombian state a counter-insurgent character, in 
the sense that it pursues National Security Doctrine. It subordinates citizens to the requirements of 
preservation and defence of the bourgeois state. The 1991 chart leaves intact the domination of 
North-American imperialism. It does not touch privileges of the Armed Forces, many of which give 
cause for the impunity that pervades the country. It gives rise neo-liberalism as a category of State 
economic doctrine. Also, it continuous enforcing presidentialism as a form of expression of civil 
dictatorship. 


Such essential factors make void those democratic advances obtained in the field of citizen rights, 
which continue to be violated by state security organs and para-military forces, as is shown by the 
constant murders of political and popular leaders, the forced disappearances and the existence of 
over 2,500 political prisoners in Colombia. 


- Every time more democratic regimes resorts to executive decrees in order to govern. What 
we see today is more frequent electoral calls, but lower real political participation of popular sectors. 
This is because their truly capacity of decision making is hindered or mediated by economic, cultural 
and political factors. 


- Corruption has increased with great speed and has eroded the prestige of bourgeois 
institutions, making stumble and causing some governments to fall, as it has been the case of Collor 
de Mello, Carlos, Andres Perez or Serrano Elias. 


The consequences of neo-liberalism in the economic sphere, have their compliment in the 
regressive political phenomena and in the forms of hardening that the bourgeois state assume, 
increasing use of repression, negating labour and trade-union's rights, supporting fascism, racism, 
xenophobia and wars. If adding up the resurgence of scabs and plagues which seemed to be already 
overcome such as obscurantism, false moralist behaviour, intellectuals’ turn to the right , diffusion of 
dominant classes' decadent thought and scepticism, this way can lead to a certain form of barbarism 
as a result of a system that in its beginning proclaimed equality, defence of progress and reason. 
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However, ruling classes have not yet closed all ways out. As a matter of fact, in several countries, 
they are already introducing some modifications in the neo-liberal sketch, in order to avoid the 
impact on the majority that may cause such unrests and protests that threaten its domination. These 
modifications pick up social democratic policies and are accompanied by reformist and demagogic 
actions in order to restore government's hegemony and forestall the development of revolutionary 
processes that are going on or in gestation. 


Undoubtedly, this is not easy, as the dominant classes' manoeuvring space tend to shrink. However, 
nor is it easy for communists to capitalise discontent and searches in favour of revolutionary action. 
The fact that now more people place their sight on the left does not mean an automatic confluence 
with Marxist-Leninist ideology. Social democratic trends are already working to win that interest 
and to show themselves as spokesman of the left and the option of the epoch. But on them bear the 
coresponsability on the crisis, and the erosion they have suffered from their bourgeois commitments. 


Searches in the field of ideology and action 


Let us remember that in this period, the climax of the negation of Marxism-Leninism, as a standing 
option for the peoples, coincided with the outcome of revisionist countries and the triumphalist 
speech about neo-liberalism and its democracy. 


It was a necessary matter to talk about the crisis of Marxism. And, from the so-called left, different 
versions sprung about such a crisis. 


For some people, the collapse of the USSR was the negation of socialism because they did not see 
the degenerative process that those countries have lived through for a long time. Nor was there a 
convincing explanation in hand about the causes of this phenomenon. Besides, the problems of the 
working class movement and its setbacks, in contrast with what seemed to be an overwhelming 
victory of the bourgeoisie, allowed them to question all the heretical and methodological body of 
Marxism, and so assert that we were dealing with a terminal crisis. This trend challenged the validity 
of principles and relativated all historical analysis. 


So, some people opted to cross over into the ranks of the new "right" and turned out to be its 
apologists. Others decided to trap Marxism between question marks, calling for an epistemological 
restatement, in order to strip it from "dogmatic" aspects, in other words, to make it useless in 
practice for class struggle and in reality, to queue in social democracy, which has seen its ranks 
swollen with many repentants. This path has taken them into class collaboration, inserted in the 
bourgeois governments, as we have seen clearly in Colombia with a great part of the guerrilla 
members and fractionalist that demobilised themselves. Many of them fell into scepticism, taken 
refuge in the individual or gender reasons, valuating only sensorial and immediate facts, living only 
the present and taking shelter in the "light" and intimate culture. 


It can be said that such tendencies fall into the so-called post-modernist philosophy, which covers a 
spectre of positions, wide by its variations, but short in its historical and political views. 


In those positions there are common elements that, apart from any intention of their authors, pave the 
way to conservative, regressive or disagragative ideologies. For example, they coincide with denying 
the need to study history as a whole, they disregard the possibility to find rationality which rules it, 
its laws, the importance of the economic base and the form in which it relates with the rest of factors 
which comprise society. And what is even more meaningful is that they share the impossibility to act 
consciously to transform the course of the history. For that reason, it is often heard all kinds of 
diatribes against "metar-relations", totalling ideologies and cosmoviews. 
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More concretely, they do not recognise dialectical materialism but start with a gamut of positions 
from a return to Kant up to the fad to come back to Hegel. All that without the materialist aggregate 
that Marx made. 


Other aspects that are motive of fierce onslaught by these philosophical currents are referred to the 
place and importance of class struggle, proletarian characteristics and its historical role, the popular 
and working class organisation, which they pretend to be replaced by this aggregation, individualism 
and fragmentation of all elements of life. All these points have to be dealt with as expressions of the 
interest to prevent workers from taking hold of the indispensable class struggle's weapons to face 
capital. 


This view of the crisis of Marxism-Leninism was sustained, among other things, in a unilateral 
appraisal which not only idealised bourgeois "triumphs" while exaggerating the problems in the field 
of revolution but also it forgot the dialectical analysis of those contradictions and started from an 
abandonment of revolutionary perspective. The basis for these theories are questioned today by 
reality itself. The aminous prediction of terminal crisis must now have difficulties to continue 
singing praises to this system. 


From the Marxist-Leninist point of view, some parties, among others, specified in what sense the 
crisis of Marxism-Leninism could be spoken about. We have seen that facing the speed of events, we 
have dragged behind in developing our theory, making explanations, having the capacity to reach 
wide sectors and generating actions. We start acknowledging the validity of Marxist-Leninist theory, 
its principles and its method. We recognise that it continuous to be the scientific base to study reality 
and to transform it. Nevertheless, that does not mean that we already have all phenomena explained 
and solved all practical problems. Instead, this implies that, setting out from that practice, it is 
necessary to state new developments, to appreciate different advances in science, to keep up with 
studying important political phenomena and to be able to articulate proposals up to the requirements 
of today's world. All these are necessary to unleash or to mature revolutionary processes towards 
seizing power. 


As an open theory, Marxism-Leninism demands a permanent development. In this sense, we can say 
that it always faces crisis that should be overcome by its constant advances. It will always need 
advances. This is positive. Knowledge is not a place seized once and for all life. 


The neo-liberal world and its particular version of democracy, which have been the material 
substrate of the auspices of post-modernist trends and of their diffusion as well as of negating 
Marxism-Leninism, are in crisis. People are again occupying the streets with their protests. They are 
starting to feel some disenchantment with the decadent theories and, at least, there is evidence that a 
search to explain the situation causes and disposition to listen for new proposals. 


In these conditions, we Marxist-Leninists have the necessity and the obligation to face it openly. 
Those of the terminal crisis have nothing to say. Those -despite problems and shortcomings- who 
have defended the validity of Marxism-Leninism and the necessity of its permanent theoretical and 
practical actualisation, have to take the stage. From that, it can be said that we are facing a great 
challenge. 


It is in this point where the role which pertains to communists is more demanding. Many young 
people again -at least- ask themselves what Marxism says? The workers start saying why not try the 
left, if, from the right, only comes misery and negation of a real democracy? Situation begins to 
prefigure a change in the way of thinking that should reflect itself in revolutionary changes. This is a 
field in dispute, all the more when there continuous to exist a great dose of scepticism towards left, 
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when we still face a lack of confidence and a confusion that were derived from the degenerative 
processes in which ex-socialist countries lived and when Marxist-Leninist forces are still weak. 


It will be our part to answer this defiance against learnt speeches, against repetition of the same old 
formulas which can neither satisfy nor be at the height of the epoch, against dodging the discussion 
about our own errors without presenting a sound analysis of the zigzags we have made. It is here 
where the strengthening of the Marxist-Leninist principles has to be combined with a series of 
interpretation of the historical moment and at the same time with correct and attractive proposals of 
action. Required theoretical and practical construction is a simultaneous matter of each party and 
then as a whole. And it is a task that communists must develop links with the masses and struggle to 
avoid again thinking that true is party's patrimony, which carries it as a dogma revealed to those 
"beneath" , under the guise of orientations. 


To overcome our difficulties we have to turn ourselves into a real pole of attraction. We have to offer 
correct theoretical answers, and with them, we have to unleash and show, at the same time, different 
types of struggle processes, which should bear the quality to strengthen the confidence of the masses 
in their own forces, in their creativity and in their capacity to concretise partial and total victories. 
This is the challenge we must face. It is clear that if we strengthen the unity of world Marxist- 
Leninists the results will be better and will arrive sooner. 


Communist Party of Colombia (Marxist-Leninist) 
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DOMINICAN REPUBLIC 


For the revitalisation of party spirit 


The revitalisation of party spirit" was the main slogan of the third congress of our party, Communist 
Labour Party (PCT) held in last November. Having based on this slogan PCT had an opposing 
position to the orientations that appeared in its ranks as a reflection of democratism and liberalism. 
The party also evaluated the consequences of the large scale anti-communist campaign carried out 
by imperialism and all reactionary forces. This campaign is, in fact, a frontal attack on the 
communist party and its leading role in the process of social transformation. 


The bourgeoisie's attack on the party is not of a new character. On the contrary, it is a systematic and 
continuing phenomenon in the strategy of every counter-revolutionary force. The enemies of our 
cause are aware that the capitalist system, as a result of its development dynamics, inevitably leads 
to the insurgence and protest of the oppressed people and this cannot be preventable. However, their 
class interests require them to direct their attack at communists. This is because communists create 
the subjective conditions for the revolution through their conscious actions. No revolutionary 
situation, even if the objective conditions are suitable, can lead to the victory of the revolution unless 
the subjective conditions exist. 


Imperialists and their collaborators make great efforts to cause confusion in order to prevent the 
level of consciousness and of the organisation of the masses from rising. They use all sorts of 
methods to hinder the creation of an organisation which is able to unite the struggle of the labourers 
and overcome disorganisation and spontaneity. They also try to prevent the workers from uniting in 
the ranks of their vanguard organisation with a perspective of overthrowing the political power of 
the bourgeoisie and establishing the popular power and socialism. 


It is not surprising that the most fierce attacks of reactionary forces are mainly directed at the 
Marxist-Leninist party because it is the highest form of organisation of the oppressed and exploited 
people. Its leading role and political action has a determining role for the fate of revolution. The 
history of struggles are full of examples that illustrates how the communist party forces in many 
countries were subjected to repressive campaigns. The communist party is the main target of anti- 
communist campaign at present and this will remain the same in the future. 


The enemies of our cause have the role of false hero today and uttering cries of victory. The recent 
dramatic events in the world, the advent of Gorbachev and perestroika on the stage, the collapse of 
the Berlin Wall, the liquidation of the Soviet Union, etc., these all are being considered by them as 
the proof of the fact that they have struck a fatal blow at communist movement. 


Imperialists and their spokespersons carry out an all-sided intensive attack on Marxism-Leninism 
and socialism in order to prevent our movement from reorganising. Obviously, the communist party 
is at the epi-centre of this offensive. The aim here is to discredit the concept of party as a historic 
category, as a detachment and instrument of the struggle of the exploited people and as a leading 
force of the process of revolutionary transformation of society. While resisting these attacks, to be 
able to repulse them in a better way, communists cannot ignore some factors which facilitate our 
rival's anti-party activities at this historic moment and which have a disadvantageous role for us. 
They must evaluate them. No matter what real or conjectural significance these factors have, taking 
them into consideration will serve us to gather strength, to mobilise our forces and to be able to 
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come out of this difficult period in a victorious position, rather than having a delaying function on 
our tasks. 


THE DISADVANTAGEOUS FACTORS 


The bourgeois ideology is experiencing its most expansionist period today. Individualism and search 
for an individual solution is being illustrated by many people as the most extreme form of bourgeois 
ideology. What is dominant is to be locked in the narrow world of individual problems and to be 
indifferent to social problems and to the indispensability of active participation in political struggle. 
The remoteness of many people form political militancy had an effect, in general, in the loss of 
credibility suffered by political parties. 


The rise of the proportion of the electorates who do not participate in elections and the tendency of 
rejecting traditional parties indicate the fact that significant proportion the citizens of many countries 
have the feeling that they are being deceived. The high proportion of non-participation of the 
electorates in elections in countries like Colombia and even the USA does not only lead to minority 
governments but it also proves that the electorates do not trust traditional parties. 


Under these circumstances, the power vacuum in the political arena needs to be filled by new 
alternative forces which are on the side of the people. It is our responsibility to fulfil this. 


Another disadvantageous factor is the loss of prestige caused by the degenerated and bureaucratic 
parties of revisionist countries. Despite their degeneration these parties introduced themselves with a 
socialist and Marxist label and defined themselves as communists. 


We know that genuine Marxist-Leninists from many countries have drawn a demarcation line with 
these revisionist parties in time. We have disclosed their inconsistency, having based on a principled 
manner for decades. We drew attention not only to their treacherous characteristic but also to the 
distraction caused by them and the inevitable end of these revisionist parties. In the end, they have 
collapsed as we have foreseen. Their collapse without dignity especially where they were in power 
has proved our prediction and our just struggle against their line to be correct. 


Despite this, the bourgeoisies of revisionist countries, and on the international scale, have 
politically been the most beneficiary section because they had far more powerful means than us. The 
bourgeoisie managed to introduce this collapse as the defeat of the Marxist-Leninist movement as a 
whole including those traitors against whom we have waged struggle for years. 


Imperialism wants to present this clamorous collapse as the death of communism by using their 
sophisticated communication means and a successful propaganda. The primary aim here is to 
degenerate the concept of party. This is because it has a determining role in the struggle of the 
oppressed people for national and social liberation. 


Their large scale campaign had a visible effect on many sections and increased submissionary 
orientation in a significant section of the intellectuals. There are many people who claimed to be 
socialist in the past and who participated in the struggle in the ranks of genuine or false communist 
parties but who are now taking out from their libraries the works of Marx and Lenin, denying the 
beliefs they had in the past and becoming the source and conveyor of opportunist, pessimistic and 
anti-party approaches. 


LIQUIDATIONISM 
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It will be a grave mistake to suppose that these hostile approaches does not have any effect on the 
ranks of Marxist-Leninist parties and organisations. Some approaches and their advocates may pose 
a serious threat for these parties. This constitutes opportunist cysts in our bastions and it is possible 
for them to become bigger groups and thus attempt to conquer these bastions from inside to destroy 
them or at least to cause serious destruction. 


The communist party of Spain M-L was an organisation which was strengthened within the fire of 
the struggle against Franco and other enemies of the people, which has a proved communist 
determination and position at the expense of the blood of the martyrs and which was tested in the 
struggle against opportunism and revisionism for many years. 


Despite the efforts of the group organised in the name of Communist Organisation October, led by 
comrade Raul Marco, which insisted on revolutionary attitude and opposed liquidationism, the 
liquidationist action of a group of wavering intellectuals led to the destruction of the party's history 
of struggle, even the party itself. 


Communist Party of Colombia (ML) resisted heroically to the attacks of the reactionary army forces. 
In this long march for the revolution, Pedro Leon Arboledo, Ernesto Rojas, Oscar William Calvo and 
many others have martyred. Thousands of militants have been imprisoned and subjected to torture. 
All this could not inhibit the party from following its ideals and principles. They have been able to 
overcome all difficulties successfully. 


Despite this, an anti-party faction appeared in their ranks and dealt heavy blows to the party. Some 
of the factionists even initiated armed attacks against party members. 


Even though the excuses put forward were different in these two cases, the approach to the party and 
the question of the validity of a Marxist-Leninist party have been the essence of this question. While 
the traitors and indecisive people deny the validity of the understanding of Marxist-Leninist party, 
the communists affirm it. 


AN ACTUAL STRUGGLE 


The bourgeoisie find allies and servants in the ranks of our movement. Thus, the fight against the 
bourgeoisie always remains as a primary question. What is necessary is to carry out a multi-front 
struggle. 


In the theoretical field, we must respond to all aspects of the bourgeoisie's attacks aiming 
ideological and morale degeneration. It is obligatory to defend the party, party perspective and its 
leading role in the revolution. We must also defend the validity of the Leninist-Stalinist thesis on the 
party by taking open discussions as a starting point. It is known that we have a significant theoretical 
capacity if dealt with a new and creative approach. 


We must, in the meantime, carry out this struggle within the party. It is crucial to fight against the 
tendencies which weaken the internal life of the party , which inhibit the implementation of the 
Leninist norms and which are not incompatible with the proletarian features of the party. This must 
be done simultaneously with a strong revolutionary education which would distinguish genuine 
communists from the others at important turning points. 


Education is an inalienable task for every communist who unconditionally plans his/her life 
according to the party and who unifies his/her life and destiny with the life and destiny of the party 
from the day he/she decided to join the party. 


21 


UNITY & STRUGGLE JULY 1995 


Every party member must, unconditionally, act accordingly with the norms of democratic centralism 
which express themselves with the subordination of the individual to the organisation, the minority 
to the majority, the lower organs to the higher ones and the party as a whole to the central 
committee. 


The party must put at the centre of its educational activities the task of revitalising the confidence of 
its members to the justice of our cause, to our scientific theory and to the inevitability of the victory 
of the revolution. 


Our movement has passed through many difficult periods in its history such as those experienced 
after the defeat of Paris Commune in 1871, after the degeneration of the Second International when 
Marx and Engels were not alive and when Lenin was not Lenin yet, when capitalism reached to the 
highest point of its development, when traitors appeared in the ranks of the movement, when some 
of the intellectual sections left the movement and appeared on the stage as the defenders of "ultra 
liberalism" and "pure democracy", etc. However, every time, the communist movement achieved to 
come out of these hard periods successfully having been restored. 


We communists must have this spirit. We will march forward by fighting against the present and 
future attacks, coming out of this period by having been restored and by grasping our communist 
party with its banner, symbols and traditions. The cause of revolution will, sooner or later, be 
victorious. 


Communist Party of Labour of Dominican Republic 
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ECUADOR 


The alternative is revolution 


The current crisis is a general phenomenon which confuses the world economy and which is faced 
by the bourgeoisie as class and on an international scale with the intention to resolve it in its favour 
as it has happened in most of the cases. 


During the last decades, the bourgeoisie has, in principle, been successful in resolving the crises in 
its favour. That situation resulted in very high social cost by shifting the burden of the crisis onto the 
workingmasses and on the peoples, first of all, of the dependent countries, but also on the working 
classes of the imperialist countries themselves. 


The period of capitalist recovery after the Second World War ended in the sixties. In the current 
period -the period from the seventies to now - the international bourgeoisie, the wordwide reaction 
get involved in remedies and pharmacopoeias (pharmaceutical books) which pretend to resolve the 
crisis in their favour. They elaborated most diverse theories and proposals, they tested plans and 
programmes. But in fact, the crisis persists, tends to get worse and more generalized. 


The mostly promoted theories are those which, in general, have been called neo-liberalism. They are 
of a monetarist type. They talk of a free play of market, free trade, full validity of supply and 
demand, abolition of the interventionist "patronizing state" regulating the economy, privatization of 
the state enterprises and services, the restriction of social security, public health and education and 
the elimination of non-productive investments. 


The political connotations of the crisis reveal a world being hard convulsed. The social peace the 
bourgeois ideologs and politicians implore day in, day out is nothing but a fata morgana. 


The bourgeoisie and its diverse types of government are in crisis and are marked by the general 
feature of instability. At every new rustling, governments fall down and are reorganized. The liberal 
governments are condemned because of corruption and replaced by conservative governments which 
are involved in the same or in a much worse corruption. Social democracy is fighting in rear-guard 
actions, changing its image, renouncing its demagogy, "modernizing", declaring itself liberal, 
making efforts in cutting social achievements. 


Corruption, embezzlement and robbery of public goods have been institutionalised and have resulted 
in big scandals and political crises, even in the fall-down of governments, for instance in Japan, 
Brazil or Venezuela. In Great Britain and France, the ruling castes have shed their clothes. In Italy, 
the Democrazia Cristiana has been bumped off. The revisionist parties break up in circles, are wound 
up, alter their names. In the United States, the last twenty years’ predominance of the Republicans 
has been terminated and the Clinton administration is whipped by corruption. 


Though in force in the majority of countries, the representative democracy - which had been 
propagated as the best form of government, as superior expression of the nature of capitalism - has 
now lost its prestige, and has been declared null and void in certain countries by the same 
bourgeoisie which replaced it by authoritarian and frankly dictatorial regimes. Neo-Nazi and neo- 
fascist gangs, racism, extreme nationalism, xenophobia and jingoism (i.e. political chauvinism) get 
again cheeky. 
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The crisis and the workers’ movement 


Life has shown that the general crisis of capitalism is inalienable (an essential trait), that the 
recovery process which may occur is temporary and will not at all be controlled - as it has not been 
controlled in the past - in order to face and to resolve the necessities and problems of the employed 
masses, of the peoples and of the oppressed nations but in order to make the rich richer and to 
perpetuate the capitalist domination and exploitation. As in the past, the sole, real and definite 
answer to the crisis is social revolution of the proletariat. 


In the era of imperialism, the working classes have to organize and to lead other revolutionary social 
classes and strata in the struggle for the emancipation of mankind. In the fight against imperialism 
and for independence, the international working classes, the oppressed peoples and nations flock 
together. And social revolution gets the nature of national, democratic and anti-imperialist and 
socialist liberation, according to the tasks which have to be fulfilled in the respective countries. 


What is the situation of the workers’ movement? What are its principal problems? How is its 
perspective? Where we should start from? 


The workers’ movement and the oppressed peoples' and nations' fight for national liberation suffered 
a hard setback with the events in the USSR and in Eastern Europe, with the collapse of socialism in 
Albania, with the defection and collapse of the Sandinists, with the betrayal by the command of the 
Farabundo Marti Front, with Arafat's positions in Palestine, with the furious and well organized anti- 
communist campaign. 


A great confusion was produced among the employed and the peoples, within the lines of the 
revolutionaries and of the communists. An important ideological and political splintering process 
developed and, in several sectors, resulted in disheartenment and despondency, even in 
demoralization. 


The broad masses of employed have been submitted to ideas which are strange to their classes. The 
bourgeois ideology, the social-democratic and revisionist doctrine of salvation, the practice of the 
yellow trade unions, of the gangsters and charros (= small landowners who use criminal methods), of 
the fascists, of the opportunists, of the social democracy and the revisionism have seriously 
penetrated the interior of the working classes and of the peoples' movement, generating a social 
immobility, an activity confined to trade-unionism, a reformistic fight. This situation comes from 
afar, got worse when the modern revisionism, which appeared in the fifties, was generalized in the 
current period. The weakness and deficient activity of the Marxist-Leninist parties contributed to it. 


The revolutionary conception of the proletariat, Marxism-Leninism, is unknown to the broad masses 
of the working classes, it is even distorted in many sectors of these classes. The revolutionary 
political proposals of the communists are not known to large sectors of the working classes. On 
organizational level, a big part of the working classes is splintered in reformist trade-union 
organizations which are manipulated by the employers via the AFO-CIOSL by the social democracy 
on the level of many European countries, even by the Christian Democracy. Revisionism has lost its 
force on international scale but continues to have an important influence in some countries and, 
currently, tries to reconstruct the World Federation of Trade-Unions. 


In all countries, the working classes have suffered hard blows in their organizational activities and 
social situation. A plan of "modernization" has been legalized which is cutting the social 
achievements and the rights of trade-unions. Anti-labour reforms have been dictated, leading to mass 
redundancies (mass dismissals and oppressing the organizational activities and the right to strike. 
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The limits of decline 


After 1989, the revolutionary struggle of the proletariat and the peoples suffered a decline. The 
International bourgeoisie, world reactionary forces and revisionism dealt heavy blows on the 
revolutionary movement of the masses. 


On the international scale, this decline is running aground. What we observe in some countries and 
regions now is a revival of the mass movement and organizational activities of the workers at trade- 
union level. Even important manifestations of the revolutionary armed struggle are developing. 


It is an initial revival, a process which tends to express itself in a rise of the struggle of the broad 
masses but obviously is unsteady. 


The situation of the working class and the deepening crisis are opening new perspectives. Despite 
ideological and political confusion and organisational disintegration, recently there are important 
manifestations of the struggle of the working class. Although this struggle is mainly focused on 
defending and improving their material situation, working conditions and social gains, it has an 
important connotation as it represents a revival of the fight of the working classes, as their target is 
capitalism and as they strike blows on the hegemony of the bourgeoisie. 


The great mobilizations of the working classes in Germany, Great Britain, France, Japan, the general 
strikes in Belgium and Spain, the actions of the Polish and Italian working classes, the protests and 
demonstrations of the proletariat in Russia and in the other countries of Eastern Europe are the 
expressions of a workers’ movement which revives and has a great potentiality. 


In the immediate past, the working classes of the imperialist and developed capitalist countries were 
immobilized, "reaping the benefits of the capitalist accumulation", the mobilizations of our days are 
the prologue of a higher and generalized role of the proletariat, a role we must have in mind. 


Historical experience has shown that the working classes continue to be at the centre of this epoch, 
that they are the fundamental classes in the production process, in the scientific research and 
development, that they accomplish and must, in the future, accomplish the principal role they have 
played in the social and political process - the role of leading the fight against capital and for the 
emancipation of mankind. The development of the productive forces, the great achievements of the 
technical-scientific revolution will - instead of spiriting the proletariat as a class away how the 
bourgeoisie and its ideologists pretend - qualify the proletariat and equip it with a better political and 
organizational capacity. 


The great role of the working classes in the historical events of this century, their victories lasting 
for a long time - October of 1917, fall-down of Fascism, construction of the new society, the 
Socialist Camp, the collapse of the colonial world, the great mobilizations for democracy and 
freedom against the imperialist domination and ransacking etc. - witness their role as revolutionary 
classes. 


The last events we have referred to confirm the Marxist thesis that the workers’ liberation has to be 
the workers’ task. 


The anti-imperialist conscience of the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America, their mobilization 
and struggles have important expressions. It is shown all over the globe in the resistance and 
opposition of the proletariat and of the peoples against the "packages" imposed by the IMF and the 
World Bank, in the rejection of paying the foreign debt, in the defence of the natural resources, in 
the solidarity and mutual support between the peoples and nations, it is shown with the weapons in 
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the hand in Somalia, in Chechenia, in Kurdistan, in Philippines, in South Africa, in Columbia, in 
Peru and in Mexico. In Latin America, it finds its expression in an important popular current and in 
vigorous mobilizations, especially in the frame of the Encuentros Antiimperialistas (i.e. Anti- 
Imperialist Meetings) which are animated by us, the Marxist-Leninist forces. 


In the anti-imperialist struggle, the proletariat and its party have to organise and lead the peoples and 
nations in their fight for their liberation. 


The fight for democracy and freedom, for human rights against authoritarianism and corruption is 
exceeding the parliamentary and electoral spheres, is shown in the streets, in the popular revolt and 
revolutionary insurgency, and requires an exact leading of the revolutionary proletarians. 


The subjects of history 


The broad masses' discontent and non-conformity with respect to their situation, to the consequences 
of the crisis, to the mass unemployment and inflation, to the corrupt and decadent character of the 
bourgeois society is shown in the desire of change. This desire becomes more extensive, in the 
adoption of a stronger political conscience with respect to the reasons and responsibles of the crisis 
and to the role they must play in answer to it, in the revival of the social and political movement of 
the working classes, of the peasantry and of the youth, in the ethnicities’ and nationalities’ fight for 
the defence of their cultural and national identity, in the increase of the oppressed peoples' and 
nations' anti-imperialist conscience and fight. Obviously, this revival of the popular fight which will 
become very prompt to a rise of the masses’ struggle and to a new revolutionary impetus is shown 
unequally in different countries. 


These actors - the working classes and the other popular sectors which are protagonists of these 
events - are the social forces of democracy, freedom and revolution. They are the subjects of history, 
the real leftists (i.e. left wing of society). 


From a political point of view, the top of left-wing forces is the political party of the working 
classes, our Marxist-Leninist parties and organizations which form our lines at the International 
Conference. We are the left wing because our doctrine and programme represent the most advanced 
and revolutionary interests of the era, the interests of the proletariat, because in these programmatic 
drafts the dependent peoples’ and nations' most felt desires and aspirations are included, because 
mankind solely will become emancipated by the liberation of the working classes. Also, the left 
wing comprises the democratic, patriotic and revolutionary political organizations and public 
personalities which and who are in opposition to the imperialist domination and fight for social and 
national liberation. 


In some countries of Europe - in Poland, Bulgaria, Lithuania -, of Asia - as in some states of India, in 
Nepal -, of Latin America - as in Venezuela, Brazil and Uruguay -, the electoral processes show a 
tendency toward the left wing, at a time when the extreme right wing is resurgent and the 
bourgeoisie is assembling around neo-liberal positions. In almost all countries, the so-called centre 
redefines itself as being neo-liberal and openly takes the right-wing positions over. 


In general, the population and the Labour movement are searching, reacting positively to democratic, 
progressive electoral positions which present themselves to them as carriers of change, social 
achievements and the left wing. They demonstrate a tendency of the broad masses towards 
progressive positions being in opposition to the right wing and to neo-liberalism. In most of the 
countries, these positions are led by reformist political forces, in the countries of Eastern Europe by 
the former revisionist parties, in other countries by neo-revisionist positions, recycled by the so- 
called new leftists. 
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"The new left wing" is nothing but the old reformist tactics, the well known political ideas which 
pretend to deviate the resurgence of the Labour movement's and popular masses' desire for change 
and to dump it into the frame of bourgeois legality, into the reformist fight and into the parameters of 
the system. It is a question of new figures of social democracy, revisionism and opportunism. In 
Poland and Bulgaria, it is the matter of the former revisionists who will lead the country to the full 
restoration of capitalism, equally in Lithuania and Mongolia. In Italy, it is the matter of the old and 
corrupt revisionist Occheto party. In Brazil, Lula's positions agree with the classical social- 
democratic plan which has a decisive influence on the perspective of assuming the government. It is 
the same thing with the Causa Radical (= Radical Matter) of Venezuela and the Encuentro Historico 
(= Historical Meeting) of Uruguay. It is a question -that is clear- of political forces and their class 
character: bourgeois and servants of capital. The elections, the working classes and the broad masses 
which follow them and even certain radicalized political positions and organizations of the petit 
bourgeoisie are the social forces of revolution which claim for a direction by which they will be led 
to power. 


The bloc politics 


The exacerbation of the crisis aggravates the inter-monopolist contradictions. The protection of 
markets and of resources of raw materials and of strategical natural resources, the search for new 
markets and influence zones, the collapse of the USSR and the dispute about investments, markets 
and manpower in the former satellites, the necessity to place the surplus of the industrial production, 
the vehement dispute about a new reorganization of the economic and political forces for a new 
redivision of the world have put the bloc politics into force. 


It is the matter of commercial, monetary, political, military alliances of regional and interregional 
character. In such a way, different alliances of countries are constituted and reconstituted. 


Some of such blocs are of a political and military character and of long duration and are projected 
more or less stable but nevertheless contain problems and disputes between their members. Other 
blocs seem to be of much minor stability. Nobody can confirm that the reorganization which is now 
being produced will be definite. The current development of the events towards these alliances 
makes these tendencies visible. 


The so-called unipolar world, erected on the existence of one super-imperialism, the North American 
imperialism, does not exist. That is an anti-dialectic hypothesis, incompatible with the existence of 
imperialism. It is also a theory which pretends to intimidate the peoples and immerse them in 
powerlessness. 


Certainly, with the disintegration of the USSR, the USA remained as the sole superpower in the 
economic, political and military fields. This situation is transitory, it can be seen emerging in great 
steps. Germany's and Japan's rhythms of increase and expansion surpass the North American’s 
widely. The European Union seems to play a more preponderant role in tomorrow’s world. Russia 
itself disposes of an important military power and an expansionist bourgeoisie and army. This 
situation represents a multipolar world, that means: a world in which different imperialist countries 
and alliances of countries compete in the fight for power and hegemony. 


The inter-imperialist contradictions find their expression in all orders and in all continents. They are 
aggravating in conditions in which the world already has been distributed in influence spheres, 
restricted areas etc. They can develop much more and exceed the frame of local conflicts and wars 
and may provoke the explosion of a new world conflagration. 


In the recent years, the inter-ethnical and national conflicts have extremely aggravated. 
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In the former Yugoslavia, the ethnical, religious and national antagonisms have been stoked up by 
different imperialist powers and have led to a real genocide of the Bosnian peoples. The Balkan 
Peninsula has been converted into an arena of the different imperialist powers. 


A similar situation is shown in almost all former republics of the ex-USSR as well as in various 
regions and republics of the Russian Federation. For instance, in Armenia, Georgia, Azerbaijan, 
Chechenia, the flame of war has caught fire. 


In different countries of Africa, tribal differences are poked and real civil wars break out in which 
the imperialist countries turn out to be the winners by selling weapons, dissecting territories and 
imposing unconditional governments. Ruanda, Liberia, Angola are examples for that. 


Complying with its role as international gendarme, the North American imperialism succeeded in 
incorporating, in principle, the UN but especially the imperialist countries into the most fatal and 
warlike actions of the recent years. 


All imperialist countries pounced on Iraq in the Gulf War and realized a real genocide among the 
civilian population. In an equal manner and with the pretext of pacifying the country, they invaded 
Somalia. In order to "rescue democracy", they invaded Haiti. Yeltsin's Russia is invading Chechenia 
and imposing terror and genocide. 


The map of the world as a whole is full of armed conflicts, the flames of civil war, of national and 
inter-statal wars reveal a hard convulsed world. The imperialist countries are in the background, 
manipulate the national interests, poke the territorial disputes, sell arms, demarcate positions 
between each other. 


The generalized war is an alternative to the crisis for demarcating inter-imperialist positions, for 
letting the industrial overproduction out, for giving the poor exploitation of machinery a way out, for 
using and developing the armaments industry. 


The role of the vanguard and conscious 


The world is experiencing a general crisis which has no answer within the frame of the capitalist 
system. The only way out of this crisis is the course of the social revolution of the proletariat. This 
crisis will lead to - and is giving examples of - a new and powerful rise of the broad masses' struggle. 
It will, during its development, present new revolutionary situations and even revolutionary crises in 
certain countries and regions. Social revolution is a necessity, is a perspective, a possibility, a 
probability. Revolution is the current generations’ task. 


Only too well, the outcomes of the recent years demonstrate a revival of the social movement of the 
workers and of the peoples but also show its limitations and weakness. 


The role of the revolutionary consciousness and the political vanguards are weak and insufficient. 
The aim, the drafts and the determination of the fights are diffuse for being clarified for the broad 


masses of the workers. In fact, the social movement is further than the political movement. 


The challenge for the revolutionary party of the proletariat is visible: to place itself at the top of the 
working classes’ and the peoples' great movement which is visible all over the globe. 


This situation requires a Marxist-Leninist alternative to the crisis. 
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We, the Marxist-Leninist parties and organizations and the International Conference have to give an 
exact and strategic answer to this question. 


This opinion has effect on the strengthening of our parties, on its militant incorporation in the torrent 
of the social fight, on the organizational activities and struggle of the working classes and the 
peoples, on their integration in the entire popular movement, not dependent on its provenience and 
organization, in order to give it a proletarian revolutionary direction and content. It requires a work 
of theoretical and political elaboration, an open discussion of the organizational problems and the 
fight of the Labour movement, the old and new phenomena of the imperialist bourgeois domination, 
the proposals and actions of the social democracy and revisionism. First of all, however, it requires 
revitalizing the politics and action of the Marxist-Leninist parties. 


In this process, the revolutionary party of the proletariat must make efforts to be present in all social 
and political events on the national and international scale. It must be exact in the marking of the 
character, the reasons, the effects and the revolutionary direction of the facts. Guided by Marxism- 
Leninism, it must elaborate tactical proposals which consider the situation and, at the same time, the 
strategical drafts. In fact, the question is to use the crisis, the economic situation, in order to make 
progress in the process of accumulation of forces. 


In the beginning of a new impetus of the revolutionary fight, our Marxist-Leninist parties and 
organizations must open and actively participate in the presented theoretical debate. Reactionary 
forces, the bourgeoisie, social democracy, revisionism, Trotskism and opportunism of all shades 
come out with their analyses and drafts, claiming for the open way for confusion and splitting. 


The working classes, their party and Marxism-Leninism have full validity. Socialism has collapsed 
in its first great undertaking of transforming the world. However, this setback is temporary. The 
events and the immediate perspective show this clearly. Marxism-Leninism in its process of 
elaboration, of directive, of actions and facts has been shown as valid, revolutionary. Each action of 
the proletariat and the peoples, every new stage and space of development of the productive forces, 
every revolution have shown the validity of Marxism-Leninism but, at the same time, have enriched 
it. 


Certainly, there exist new phenomena and realities which were unknown to the classical authors of 
the proletariat, which require new and exact answers. This is the task of the communists of today, of 
our parties, of the proletariat and the peoples and - that is sure - we shall find and give them. 


The theoretical debate must develop among us, among the communists and our parties, but has to 
express itself also against the distortions produced by reaction and revisionism. It must be shown in 
the social and political movement of the proletariat and of the peoples. 


It is indispensable to continue the fight for the defence of Marxism-Leninism and the exposure of 
and fight against revisionism and opportunism. It is sure that today's revisionism is that of a fallen- 
down layer but it is not at all annulled. It tries to regenerate, to be recycled in order to continue its 
work of ideological splitting of the working classes and peoples. Therefore, we must not give it a 
ceasefire. 


It is necessary that the Marxist-Leninist party intensifies an ideological and political offensive to the 
ensemble of the workers’ movement, that it unrolls propagandist initiatives which give it the 
possibility to incorporate the scientific socialism into the lives and action of the working classes and 
peoples. 
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Indispensable, too, is the construction of own forces of the Marxist-Leninist parties and 
organizations within the working classes and the popular movement. Those positions must keep the 
particular conditions of each separate country in mind, but must express themselves as revolutionary 
trade-union forces, obliged to the fight and unity of the Labour movement, may be currents, 
tendencies, trade-union centres etc. They must construct themselves on the level of each country and 
on the international scale, coordinate themselves in the search for organizing the workers. 


We communists must work within the yellow trade-unions, in the trade-union centres which are 
directed by social democracy and revisionism, everywhere the broad masses of workers are, and we 
must fight to conquer the bases for the revolutionary positions. 


The social revolution of the proletariat, first of all in the dependent countries, requires the 
construction of the alliance of workers and peasants which is based on the great unity of the 
revolutionary social classes and layers. 


Every day in the course of organizing the revolution, the revolutionary workers’ movement assumes 
the fight for the defence of democracy, public liberties and human rights. 


The fight against imperialism for the national and social liberation of our peoples requires the 
international communist movement to organize and lead the fight for the national, ethnical and 
cultural rights of the oppressed peoples and nations. We have to work in order to prevent 
imperialism and the national bourgeoisies from distorting and deviating the national fight. Vis-a-vis 
bourgeois nationalism, we must oppose the fight for national liberation. 


The unity of the political and social forces interested in the revolutionary process, in the fight against 
imperialism for the public liberties and democracy, for solidarity is another great task of the 
revolutionary workers’ movement. We must turn ourselves round the axis of the unity of the patriots 
and democrats, of the leftists and revolutionaries. 


The key for making progress and giving a direction to the revolutionary movement of the working 
classes and the peoples, for leading the class struggle toward the dictatorship of proletariat requires 
the strengthening of the own forces of revolution and, first of all, of the revolutionary party of 
proletariat, of the Communist Marxist-Leninist Party. 


The construction of the Communist Party, its close and permanent links with the working classes and 
the broad masses of workers’, its integration in the political life, its work of leading the revolutionary 
fight of the proletariat and the peoples, its work of forging the unity of the social and political forces 
interested in revolution, its active participation in organizing the revolutionary violence give it the 
possibility to comply with its historical role. 


The challenge is visible. The crisis makes revolution necessary. We Marxists-Leninists assume this 
challenge, we have in mind to give the daily alternative of the theoretical and political fight and of 


the concrete action for organizing the revolution. 


Marxist-Leninist Communist Party of Ecuador 
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FRANCE 


About the flow and the retreat of revolution 


The national conference of our party in August 1993 discussed and adopted a document entitled 
"Contribution to the Balance of the Economic Construction of Socialism in the USSR". The text 
which has been enhanced by this national conference will be available soon. It was presented at the 
international conference of Marxist-Leninist parties and organisations which took place in Quito last 
August. We will have the opportunity to come back to this document in the next issue of the bulletin 
"Unity and Struggle”. 


During our own conference, after having discussed questions related in fact to our own strategy, 
namely the question of socialism, we have analysed the situation of the workers’ and popular 
movement in our country. We have described it as being in a "phase of retreat", pointing out that 
"this retreat, which does not mean the absence of social struggles, can be mainly explained by the 
lack of a credible political perspective at middle term as well as at long term”. 


At that time, this evaluation led to some questions: By speaking of a retreat, would not the party 
contribute itself to the retreat of the movement? Was not the party giving up because of the pressure 
of the bourgeoisie which had declared urbi et orbi the "end of history", the impossibility of 
surpassing capitalism. 


These kinds of questions have also been raised in the international communist movement. One of the 
matters of polemics which manifested itself during the international conference in Quito was dealing 
with this same question extended to the analysis of the world-wide situation. 


It does not reduce itself to the question of defending a more or less optimistic vision about the 
workers' movement, the revolutionary movement and the communist movement in particular. The 
word itself and by itself does not indicate that we must refuse to analyse the reality of the movement 
and to recognise its weaknesses. Nor is it because the bourgeoisie has stated that struggling for 
socialism is worthless or because they are preaching for an overall ideological and political 
surrender. To be able to analyse on a materialist dialectical base the situation of one's own country as 
well as the international situation and their reciprocal reaction is an indispensable condition for the 
elaboration of the policy of a communist party or the policy that communist parties and 
organisations are trying to elaborate about different questions of the international class struggle. 


The revolutionary flow in the 1970s 


In the seventies, all the parties and organisations -as far as we know- have made themselves the 
appreciation made by the Party of Labour of Albania, a position expressed in 1976 at its seventh 
congress and reformulated in 1978 in Enver Hoxha's book "Imperialism and Revolution" in these 
terms: "It is precisely by relying on the fundamental teachings and on the Marxist-Leninist analysis 
of the process of the actual world-wide evolution that our party has stated the thesis according which 
the world is in a phase in which revolution and national liberation of the peoples is a problem posed 
and to be solved. ("Imperialism and Revolution" page 150 in the French edition) 


In other words, this meant that the objective conditions for revolution had come to maturity but that 
the subjective conditions were delaying on the objective ones. It is worthy to quote Stalin in relation 
with this: 
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"The workers' movement is made of two elements: the objective or spontaneous one and the 
subjective or conscious one. The objective-spontaneous element represents the group of processes 
which develop independently of the conscious and regulating the will of the proletariat. The 
economic development of the country, the development of capitalism, the collapse of the old power, 
the spontaneous movements of the proletariat and its surrounding classes, the conflicts between the 
classes, etc. all these phenomena the development of which does not depend on the will of the 
proletariat represent the objective aspect of the movement. The strategy has nothing to do with all 
these processes, in so far that it can neither eliminate nor modify them; it can only take them in 
consideration and base itself on them. (...) But the movement has also a subjective aspect, a 
conscious one. The subjective aspect of the movement is the reflection of the spontaneous process of 
the movement in the mind of the workers; it is the conscious and systematical movement of the 
proletariat towards a given goal. The interest we have in this aspect of the movement lies precisely in 
the fact that, as distinct from its objective aspect, it depends entirely on the leading action of the 
strategy and tactic. (...) To accelerate or to slow down the movement, to ease it or to hinder it are the 
limits and, at the same time, the field for the appliance of the political strategy and tactics. (On the 
question of strategy and tactic of the communists of Russia, March 1923) 


The evaluation made in the seventies based itself effectively on the aspects of the situation that 
conducted to speak of a period of revolutionary flow objectively and subjectively. The victory of the 
heroic people of Vietnam over the US imperialism had been one of its culminating points. In the 
capitalist countries of Europe, in Japan and even in the core of the imperialist American metropolis 
big protest movements with anti-imperialist, democratic and even ,in certain cases, pre-revolutionary 
features had developed. In addition to this, one must stress the development of a certain number of 
broad revolutionary anti-imperialist struggles, as those that developed in Iran, Nicaragua, Salvador, 
etc. only to speak of these ones. To sum up, we could speak of a revolutionary process that was 
concretely illustrating the Leninist thesis about the weakest link of imperialism, in so much that the 
imperialist system itself was sinking in a profound crisis which evidently was going to last long. 


A great number of parties and organisations which adhered to Marxism-Leninism and to the struggle 
against modern revisionism, social imperialism and, afterwards, Chinese revisionism arose and 
developed in the heat of these struggles or in their immediate context. 


Notwithstanding, its ideological, political and organisational weaknesses, the international M-L 
movement which formed itself was a testimony of the advance of the vanguard; the element whose 
role was precisely to define and put in practice "the leading action of the strategy and tactic", in other 
words, to gain and assume the strategical and tactical leadership of the revolutionary movement. 


The international communist movement (ICM) showed political and ideological weaknesses and 
shortcomings that prevented it from playing a decisive role in certain of these revolutionary 
processes. In fact, in two cases, namely Iran and Nicaragua, the parties of these countries which 
adhered to Marxism-Leninism did not gain the leadership of the revolutionary movement. The cause 
of this remains an open question, although there are elements of an answer. However, in these two 
cases, the concretisation of a M-L leadership in action, which would have permitted a victory, had 
not taken place. In addition to this, we must stress the weakness of the support given by the ICM to 
these parties, a weakness (which may be an understatement) that cannot be justified by arguing the 
mere limitations, errors of those two parties. This raises the question of the capacity of the ICM to 
influence and struggle for the leadership of the revolutionary movement in such situations where 
there are parties adhering to Marxism-Leninism. This negative experience must serve us to draw 
lessons because such possibilities do not present themselves at will. 
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The retreat of the 1980s 


The period since the end of seventies has been marked by the collapse of the USSR and its bloc, all 
this being the ground for an anti-communist offensive the intensity of which still does not decline. 
Every day the bourgeoisie puts forward new "proofs" about the so-called dictatorial character of 
socialism, "proofs" that they find in the archives of the KGB, with all the possibilities of 
manipulation they offer. The particularities of this period can roughly be described as 

follows: 


- The imperialist system is suffering the largest and most profound crisis of its history. The collapse 
of the USSR and of the other revisionist regimes of Eastern Europe signifies a very limited respite 
for the system, a respite that cannot be compared with what happened at the end of the fifties, when 
socialism had been liquidated in the USSR. This treachery signified a historical retreat for the 
communist movement, the revolutionary and anti-imperialist movement and for the people in 
general. The collapse of social imperialism at the end of the eighties intervened in a context of crisis 
of the world imperialist system to which it belonged yet. It aggravated the contradictions and 
rivalries between imperialist powers for a new redivision of this zone. So, for instance, the 
underselling of raw materials and elaborated products (from aluminium to the products of nuclear 
technology) means a greater disorganisation of the market. It permits at the same time comfortable 
benefits for some monopolies which have brought these products at low price and which take the 
advantage of an underpaid but skilled labour force. The more striking example of this is illustrated 
by the swallowing of the ex-Eastern Germany by the monopolies and the state of Western Germany 
which will come out of this process reinforced, a process paid by the workers of both parts of the 
reunited Germany and by the people of Europe -through the monetary policy of the Bundesbank- 
and the people dominated by the German and European imperialism. The crisis in the Eastern 
countries and in the ex-USSR reaches very high levels and throw large numbers of the population in 
misery. The "paradise" of the capitalist consumptive society turns into hell for millions of human 
beings. This largely explains why these people look for the "renewed" revisionist parties which 
present themselves fraudulently as ramparts against the neo-liberal policy crudely applied by the 
governments which have replaced them. The electoral popularity of these "ex" does not signify that 
the masses would be interested in going back to the previous situation. It is mainly a manifestation of 
the resistance of the working class and the people to the open and cynical policy of the capital. 


- The recrudescence of local and regional wars in a context of exacerbated nationalism reflect, 
above all, the great struggle for a new redivision waged by the big powers manipulating the people. 
These wars hit the African continent as well as the Middle East, Europe and the ex-Soviet empire. 
They are the first steps of a general imperialist war which can only be empeached by revolution and 
the development of the revolutionary and anti-imperialist struggle. In this sense, the actual situation 
presents analogies with the situation that prevailed at the eve of the First World War. 


- A process of fascistisation is observed in all the bourgeois states, a manifestation of which is the 
activism of fascist parties and groups. This process of fascistisation is marked by the print of the 
domination of the state through the monopolies, a domination in a context of sharp concurrence 
between monopolies at national and international level. These monopolies claim for the direct 
leadership ever all the economic activities controlled by the state -the wave of privatisation- and for 
a greater amount of the funds that were previously intended for the social redivision by the state - 
questioning of the social welfare and of all the social budgets. This concentration of economic power 
in the hands of the monopolies goes along with a modification of the rules of the bourgeois 
democracy in a more and more repressive, anti-democratic trend, which is the most visible aspect of 
the process of fascisitation. 
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Multiform resistance and the preparation of the vanguard 


All these evaluations have fundamentally nothing new in the essence. They confirm the analysis 
made by Lenin about the thoroughly reactionary character of the imperialist system. They provoke in 
return the resistance of the working class, the masses, the youth and the people. These movements of 
resistance will develop along with the strikes given by the bourgeoisie. In other words, if all these 
movements cannot yet be assimilated to a period of flow of the revolutionary movement, they 
constitute, nevertheless, a process of accumulation which will at one moment or another produce a 
qualitative jump. It is not possible to tell where or when it will occur, but because of rising inter- 
dependence between countries, especially on the economic level, the consequences of this qualitative 
jump will spread broader and faster along the chain of imperialism. 


This analysis, as incomplete as it is, makes us raise the decisive question of the preparation of each 
party and of the communist movement as a whole to assume their leading role, today in the face of 
accumulating forces and tomorrow in the face of more decisive conflicts. 


The movement that adheres to Marxism-Leninism has been crossed by an intense ideological 
struggle. Just as what happened among the workers' movement, the communist movement has 
mainly resisted to the multiform pressures which tried to make it give up its ideology and strategy. 
This pressure has not finished, on the contrary. 


Retreat or surrender? 


One of the lessons we can draw from the struggle against modern revisionism, despite all its limits 
and errors, is that the questioning of the Marxist-Leninist principles has almost always been carried 
out in the name of the "new conditions of the struggle”. It is rare that the opportunist positions 
manifest themselves quite at once in open opposition to the Marxist-Leninist principles. 
Furthermore, they found themselves on gaps, shortcomings and errors in the development of the 
theory and the practice of Marxism-Leninism. The opportunists do not fail to claim their verbal 
fidelity to the objective of the revolution. However, in the name of the "new conditions", they put in 
practice a policy which, in the first step, deviates from these objectives and ends in total opposition 
to them. 


In this case, the retreat of the workers' movement serves as a pretext to the questioning of the 
strategy, the struggle for socialist revolution and for socialism. A deep cliff is established between 
the political tactic, which must obviously take into account the objective and, above all, the 
subjective state of the workers' movement and the strategy, attesting that "today, the conditions are 
not fulfilled for revolution". However, if those who adhere to Marxism-Leninism do not openly 
claim this objective now, if they do not strive to organise the most conscious elements on this same 
base and for this same objective alleging the fact that they address themselves to the "masses" in 
general, they will just avoid to bring the theoretical and practical weapons to the most conscious 
elements, weapons that would enable them to understand that the only issue to the crisis of the 
imperialist system is precisely the proletarian revolution and to turn this consciousness into a 
transforming political and social force which is able to attract the large masses of people. 


The priority of the communist work of the day 


We can consider the international conference of Quito as the largest survey of the questions to be 
discussed and deepened collectively, at the level of strategy as well as that of tactics. 


In fact, it represents a first sorting out because this meeting took place after years of difficult and 
intermittent links between parties and organisations. It constitutes the base on which we must work, 
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each party individually and the movement as a collective. However, it is necessary to point out the 
priorities. 


In our opinion, the priority on the ideological level lies in the necessity to deepen the theory of the 
proletarian revolution and educational socialism by integrating the positive and negative lessons of 
the first historical experience of the October Revolution and of the edification of socialism in the 
USSR. In this field, we must combat two conceptions that nourish each other. 


The first consists in considering this theoretical work as yet solved, especially by the great 
theoreticians of Marxism-Leninism. Those who defend this point of view, who appear as the 
"guardians of the holly temple” contribute consciously or not to congeal the reflection by exerting 
some kind of pressure towards all kinds of materialist and dialectical proceedings which submits the 
theory and its appliance to the Marxist-Leninist critical in order to take a step forward, understand 
what happened and theorise this experience for the actual struggle. 


This dogmatic tendency gives arguments to those who are giving up before the pressure of the 
bourgeoisie and look desperately for something "new", even if this means following revisionist 
currents as far as those ones proclaiming freedom for every party to have its own way of thinking. 
This tendency is theorising the fact that it would only exist particular experiences, specific to each 
country , of the revolutionary struggle and above all, of the edification of socialism, as if there would 
not exist objective laws in socialism, as they do in capitalism. According to this point of view, it 
would have little interest to analyse the experience of the USSR in the recent time and there would 
exist as many varieties of socialism as the number of countries. The slogan "no model" (but who has 
ever pretended that there existed one that had only to be applied?) permits all kinds of ideological 
and political contortions, such as to assert that China is socialist or to pretend that it is impossible to 
give an answer on this matter which would only concern the people of China and which would be of 
little importance for the struggle of the other peoples. This ideological "tolerance" only increases the 
confusion and disorganisation. The groupings it permits are heterogeneous and are based on "the 
smallest common denominator" between all the varieties of revisionism. 


The deepening of the theory of revolution also implies that we have to analyse the developments of 
imperialism since the sixties. The conference has listed the questions that we have to deal with by 
putting all our capacity to analyse in common. 


On the tactical level, we must sort out the fields of concrete common actions, concentrate our forces 
on actions decided collectively and act in a resolute and continuous way until we obtain some 
concrete results. The choice of the field of action depends on the real political stake, the political, 
ideological and organisational impact it may represent for the party or the parties involved and of 
their capacity to draw benefit out of it. This means that it is better to choose a field of action in a 
country in which there is a Marxist-Leninist party or organisation. 


What is the most important today is not to try to intervene in all the questions of the international 
class struggle. This is out of the reach of the communist movement today. What is important is to 
accumulate forces together in learning to lead collectively the process of always greater struggles. 


To conclude, we can say that the international conference, its decisions and their appliance give new 
weapons to the communist parties and organisations to launch a counter-offensive. In other words, in 
the subjective factor, what can yet pass to a phase of flow is the most conscious element, the 
vanguard who has decided to equip itself with the theoretical and practical weapons, to organise 
itself better in order to struggle and to provide the spontaneous movement of the working class and 
of the masses with a revolutionary leadership. 
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Workers Communist Party of France 
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GERMANY 


Some tendencies of today’s imperialism 


For a long time, the productive forces of society and the extent of capital have surpassed the frame 
of the national states. Having agglomerated to financial groups under the leadership of their banks, 
the giant trusts make the entire world their battlefield. 


They have drawn their spiders' webs of investments and credits all over the globe. The world-wide 
direct capital investments of the USA, Japan, Great Britain, France, Germany, the Netherlands and 
Canada are said to amount to nearly $1.5 trillions. 


The financial stock of banks and states of these countries has even achieved a much higher volume. 
The international demands of the credit institutes in 1988 amounted up to $4.6 trillions. The foreign 
credits of imperialist states are very large, too. The statal credits for 136 so-called underdeveloped 
countries come to about $0.7 trillion. 


Imperialism, means the struggle for trillions of extra-profits and for the corresponding privileges 
resulting from control of international capital stocks. 


Imperialism, means economic plundering of and domination over foreign countries by means of the 
own nation. 


Imperialism, means economic war between the imperialist powers. 
Capital is international but its bases are situated in particular nations. 


Here are the central administrations of the enterprises making their decisions on world-wide 
activities. Here they have the decisive influence upon their states which until now, at national and 
international level, represent the interests of the own capital. 


Here are stationed the military means which, in case of need, may be used in order to ensure the own 
capital interests. Nevertheless, imperialism is not only or not in the first place an aggressive military 
policy, the violent conquest or defence of territories. The main features of imperialism are found in 
the field of economy. 


Imperialism is the struggle for hegemony in the world, for dividing the world in own favour. 
Everybody aims to become the world's champion and number one. 


The determining factor is the actual economic power. In the end, it is the factor military strength, 
too, depends on. 


Imperialism does not necessarily mean ownership of colonies or territories. What is important is the 
economic predominance in spheres of influence. 


On one and the same economic basis, imperialism has different forms in different countries. And it 
changes the forms according to the power relations between the imperialist countries, the class 
struggle and the peoples' struggle for freedom and national independence. 


After the Second World War, Germany and Japan lost their colonial spheres of influence and all 
their foreign capital. In order to reconquer their spheres of influence, both powers needed peace and 
time. Because of this special situation the notion of imperialism seemed not to be suitable for them. 
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But though having been defeated in the Second World War, these imperialist powers have recovered 
from that and intensively assume their place in the struggle for predominance in the world. They are 
imperialists, because, for a long time, they have won their power fromthe work made by other 
peoples and by cheating them. The extent of their capital brings them to playing that role. 


Economic Zones 


Imperialism does not exclude co-operation between monopolies and different countries. Co- 
operation is necessary because of the international expansion of capital and the respective relations 
of forces. Co-operation is a method of advancing in competition by means of alliances (for instance - 
Airbus versus Boeing). It is also useful in order to get acquainted with the most modern technology 
of the "co-operation partners" with the aim to surpass them. 


The more capital surpasses the national borders, the greater becomes the necessity for uniform 
economic zones which are not limited by national frames. This results in the necessity of co- 
operation between governments of different nations within such international economic zones. 


Co-operation is based on common interest in dividing the world and in exploiting their own peoples. 


It is an illusion to believe that co-operation and agreement function on another base than economic 
strength. Whatever the forms of co-operation may be, the main basis of the relations is and remains 
competition. Co-operation goes only as far as it strengthens one’s own position in competition. Thus, 
co-operation and international economic zones are nothing but new forms in which the imperialist 
powers struggle for hegemony. 


The national commissions of millionaires, called governments, with all their economic, political and 
military means care for extending the influence of their own imperialism at the expense of their 
competitors. Therefore, our matter is neither to assist the European Community (EC) or the North 
American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) nor to assist the many forms of co-operation between the 
great monopolies of the USA, Japan or Germany. 


Imperialism and Private Property 


Capital has reached a level of concentration on which private property of means of production 
becomes more and more anachronistic. The means of production are socialised in the form of giant 
corporations which can no longer be managed by single capitalists. The stock corporations are the 
abolishment of private property on the basis of capitalism itself. They are a proof of the fact that the 
old private owners have become superfluous for managing the modern productive forces. 


The corporations are concentrated on higher and higher levels within the frame of financial groups 
and the interlacing of their capital. 


Capitalism itself makes capitalists superfluous. 


More than ever before, imperialism separates private property from the discretional power of 
disposition of it. Especially in the sphere of banks which are at the centre of imperialist economy, 
disposal of the capital has been transferred into the hands of appointed managers, who are supervised 
solely by themselves. 


The economy of imperialism with its high degree of socialisation does no longer have its source in 
private property in the classical sense. Further on, however, particular interests dominate, because 
capital did not disappear even if the means of production were transformed into state property. The 
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interest of the respective particular capital in its own accumulation is at the centre and is pushed 
regardless the interests of society. In the framework of trusts and financial groups, the managers 
themselves care for their own private interests which can even undermine the corporate interest of 
the singular capital. 


The financial and corporate groups try to get subsidies for almost all activities (investment, research, 
cost of wages, export etc.) from the state. At the same time, they try to pay the state the lowest 
possible sums of taxes. 


Their economic strength, corruption and their representatives in the state apparatus and governments 
created the basis to do so. They use the state in order to ensure unprofitable investments for creating 
the necessary infrastructure for their projects and to shift their losses on society. They decide, and 
the state pays. 


Sooner or later, hard competition among them forces the imperialist countries to concentrate their 
forces and strengthen the role of their states. Elements of state-planned economy, which were 
especially strong in both world wars, are more and more used as a method of conducting the 
economic war. Even the USA introduced forms of "industrial policy" to stop their decline. 


The economy of imperialism is not market economy but an economy of monopolies strongly 
controlled by cartel agreements which does not take any steps without the assistance of the states. 
For a long time, the economy of free competition of the 19th century has crashed down in favour of 
state monopolistic economy. Objectively, this kind of economy paves the way for socialism, and 
socialism does nothing but fulfil what imperialism began. However, the predominance, of particular 
interests over socialised means of production must be broken in a revolutionary manner. 


Does Imperialism Mean Wealth? 


The imperialist powers try to mobilise the working people of their own countries for their world- 
wide struggle against other competitors. At present, the rivalry between the USA and Japan has 
become the focus of attention but in Germany, too, and in other imperialist countries, the ruling 
classes call for struggle against the USA or Japan. Or weaker imperialist countries such as France or 
Great Britain call for struggle against Germany etc. 


The stronger an imperialist country has become by plundering other peoples, the more at least one 
part of its working class has the possibility to participate in doing so by the privileged position of the 
respective country in the world. 


The industrial monopoly of England raised the standard of living for a privileged part of its working 
class, too, and, for a certain period, the standard of living even for its whole working class. Along 
with the decline of Great Britain as imperialist power the majority of its working class has more and 
more been reduced to poverty. 


The privileged position of the USA caused a higher standard of living for an important part of the 
American workers. Along with the decline of US imperialism increasing portions of its working 
class have become poor. 


On the other hand: as long as imperialist powers (such as Japan and Germany) ascend in relation to 
others, the standards of living of their working classes or of a part of them may, at least for a certain 
period, be raised. 
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Technological dominance, monopolies, trade unions and other advantages in competition result in 
extra-profits a part of which can be poured out to the workers in the form of higher wages or better 
social security. 


The obtaining of extra-profits and privileges at the expense of other nations is not only the main 
interest of every imperialist country but also its most important possibility to raise the standard of 
living for its working class. 


Every capital struggles for the prerogatives of its own nation and tries to win the respective 
working class on a nationalist basis. As long as there are some advantages to be gained the working 
class may be prevented from looking for its own revolutionary interest. This fact explains the 
predominance of forces collaborating with imperialism within the workers' movement of the leading 
imperialist countries. 


Independently of the present power relations, the laws of capitalism and imperialism nevertheless, 
on a certain point, result in a deterioration of the standard of living of the broad majority of the 
peoples. 


Declining Level of Wages and Increasing Mass Unemployment in the 
Imperialist Countries 


The main aim of capitalist production is not wealth for all or jobs for all but the highest possible 
profit. Accumulation of profit, that is the alpha and omega of capitalist production. 


The possibility of high profits is the highest if the lowest possible number of employed people 
produce the highest possible quantity of high quality products for the world market within the 

shortest possible time with the lowest possible cost of material and staff. This makes superior 

technology necessary. 


The laws of accumulation of capital inevitably result in the contradiction between widely extended 
production and limited possibilities of consumption of the broad masses. 


Capital is not capable of getting the production and consumption into an equilibrium as profits will 
become the higher the lower the means of consumption, the wages, will be. 


The superfluous productive forces must periodically be abolished to adapt production to the limited 
consumption. Productive forces are abolished by making people unemployed. Unemployment grows 
to the same extend as the internal markets become narrow in relation to higher productivity. 


Since the seventies, a phase of development causing the official rate of unemployment to grow 
rapidly has been achieved in all industrial countries. Even in the richest countries poverty has 
become every day's life for millions of people. 


Joblessness is a powerful means of reducing the wages. In the USA, this development has 
progressed the farest. Today, the majority of American workers and employees get lower real 
incomes than in the mid-sixties. 


In Germany, this process of reducing the level of real wages started at the beginning of the eighties 
but is accelerating only now. In Japan, it started at the beginning of the nineties. 


Capitalist economy produces an increasing portion of superfluous people who must be fed by others 
and are themselves widely excluded from productive activity. By this fact, the internal market 
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becomes narrower. In the economic war, there is a growing number of killed and wounded who must 
be cared for in the hospitals of the "social system”. 


This development is accelerated by capital exports and the construction of uniform economic zones 
such as EC and NAFTA. 


Capital Exports 


The narrower the internal market becomes by unemployment or by low or tendentially declining 
wages respectively, the more the enormous capital sums achieved by the work made by the working 
class are to flow into foreign countries. Thus, capital even more rapidly surpasses its national 
borders. 


Modern techniques of communication, quicker ways of transport and the rising technical standard of 
many capitalist countries with a lower level of development make capital exports easier. 


There is a strong tendency of dismantling the production of whole branches of industry in order to 
export such production into countries with a lower level of development or to import the respective 
products. All that does not earn maximum profits is subject to the tendency of being exported or 
closed down. 


Especially concerned are the old industries of capitalism, the classical heavy industries such as the 
coal mining industry or the steel industry, shipbuilding and consumer goods industries, for instance 
the textile branch and the leather industry. This development is retarded by the competition within 
financial capital and by the resistance of workers' movement. 


The more highly developed industries such as car industry, chemical industry, electrical industry and 
machine building industry, too, shift their production from the metropolitan centres into other 
capitalist countries. The US monopolies displaced great parts of their production to Latin and 
Central America and to Asia. Especially Mexico has been integrated within a uniform economic 
zone because of its vicinity to the USA. Japan exports its capital above all into the surrounding 
Asian countries. It massively expands into China. And Germany meanwhile has its own Latin 
America just before its front door - Eastern Europe. 


The shapes of a new international, neo-colonialist division of labour are taking their clothes off. The 
leading imperialist powers consider themselves intelligent heads of systems, concentrating research 
and development, sales and after-sales service in their own countries and leave simple machine work 
and assembly to satellite peoples. First of all, production with high quality and pioneer technologies 
shall remain in the metropolitan countries. 


Capital exports lead to an increase in mass unemployment in the own country, a decline of the 
working people’s standard of living and a shrinkage in the internal market of the imperialist 
countries. While the working class sets the value of its manpower in accordance with the national 
conditions and the corresponding needs, the monopolies tend to pose it as the value of international 
average manpower. This promotes wage standard falling down in direction of the wages of less 
developed capitalist countries (USA wages in direction of Mexican wages, German wages in 
direction of Eastern European wages). On the contrary, the standards in such less highly developed 
countries may be lifted a bit. This development depends on the extend of capital exports. 


The causes of impoverishment of working classes in the imperialist countries are of national nature. 
They arise in the logic of the own financial capital. If Japanese monopolies produce more cheaply 
and more efficiently, they will be capable of ruining their opponents and of raising unemployment in 
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other countries with their exports of capital and goods. Doing so, they use the contradictions within 
the ranks of their competitors, too. The ruin for the ones is the cheapening of supply material or 
consumer goods for the others who are enabled to maintain a low wage level. Furthermore, the 
interests in exports of capital and goods force them to agree, to a certain extent, to imports of the 
competitors' capital and goods into the own country. In this sense, monopoly capital of the 
imperialist countries sacrifices the interests of their own peoples in order to exploit other peoples 
more profitably. 


Imperialism more and more depends on exploitation of other peoples and nations while, at the same 
time, declaring war to the working people in their own countries in the name of international 
competitiveness. The circle of those who, with a high standard of living, can profit from the growing 
parasitic role of their country is shrinking. This tends to undermine the readiness of the working 
class to be submitted to capital. 


Neo-Colonialism -Prospect of Capital Exports? 
Imperialism tends not only to undermine the own internal market but the foreign markets, too. 


For its extended production, imperialism requires raw materials chiefly found in the so-called 
underdeveloped countries. Capital exports into these countries serve to control the supply with raw 
materials. The cheaper raw materials are, the higher will the rate of profit for the monopolies be, the 
lower the prices of consumer goods in the own country and thereby the level of wages. At the same 
time, the corrupt cliques in these countries have to be well paid and their military to be equipped so 
that they are able to oppress their own peoples in the interest of imperialist dependency. 


Dozens of countries in Latin America, Africa and Asia almost completely depend on the export of 
their raw materials. So their peoples pauperise with the decline of prices of raw materials. Today, the 
prices of raw materials (except for energy) are essentially lower than they were immediately after the 
Second World War. At the same time, the prices of investment goods, imported from the imperialist 
countries, grew. The plundering of the countries of the "Third World" is an essential precondition of 
imperialism. 


From the beginning of the seventies the bourgeoisies of many capitalist countries tried to 
industrialise their countries by massively taking credits from the private banks of the metropolitan 
centres. The base of doing so was the surplus capital of the industrial states. 


The money partially flew into ambitious projects of industrialisation. The aim was to create an 
industrial mass production, to export and thus to gain higher profits for the enterprises. The 
industries built up should serve paying the rents and redemption rates for the credits by export 
profits. 


In most cases, it did not work out. Industrialisation with the aid of imperialism proved to be a new, 
even more efficient method of plundering the "underdeveloped countries". 


Today the payment of interest rates and redemption rates to the creditor banks and states dominate as 
the main form of plundering. 


They markedly surpass the transfers of profits accruing from capital which has been invested into 
production. The newly taken debts essentially serve paying the duties from the old debts. Thus, first 
of all, the "underdeveloped countries" promote the development of the imperialist monopolies and 
states. 
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More than ever before, the imperialist countries export branches of their old mass production car 
industry, steel industry, shipbuilding etc.) or support their creation respectively. In some countries 
such as South Korea, Taiwan, Mexico and Brazil, foreign capital mainly coming from Japan and the 
USA, induced a quick expansion of industrialisation. Great parts of the capital of processing 
industries of these countries are under the control of imperialist monopolies and banks. 


But in other countries, too, the high degree of foreign debts to the imperialist states has the effect of 
developing the countries according to the demands of capital accumulation of the rich countries. 


The difficulties of repaying the debts allow the creditor states directly to control the state budgets of 
"underdeveloped countries" and to rescue them at the expense of the peoples. The peoples of 
"underdeveloped countries" more and more work for the demands of the rich imperialist creditor 
states. 


Not only the plundering of raw materials but also an industrial production tailored to the demands of 
the metropolitan centres and the debts produce the constraint to ensure the exported capital and the 
vital necessities of division of labour by all political and military means. 


In an increasing extend, imperialism is parasitic and cannot exist otherwise. 


The plundering of "underdeveloped countries" by capital exports hinders the "underdeveloped 
countries" from economic development. These countries become developed partially only. 
Innumerous persons fall in absolute poverty. Every year, 120 million people starve to death. 


The bourgeoisies of the "underdeveloped countries" have secured a great part of their capital by 
exporting it into the imperialist centres where it increases the surplus capital and waits, in vain, for 
being employed for the demand of the peoples. 


Disparity between the rich parasitic states of the North and the poor states of the South grows by 
reason of the logic of capital. Just relations in world economy between rich and poor states under the 
rule of imperialism are as impossible as just relations within the imperialist countries. The 
impoverishment of growing parts of their own peoples and the absolute impoverishment of the broad 
masses in the colonialised debtor countries are nothing but two sides of one and the same coin called 
capital. 


Thus, large parts of world economy are restricted to become sales markets for imperialism. Hope for 
foreign investors who will develop the countries is a futile hope as the surplus wealth of the 
imperialist parasitic countries serves nothing but itself and its own reproduction. 


Imperialism in the dependent economies of many "underdeveloped countries" produces 
unemployment and poverty, larger than in the metropolitan centres, because it ruins the domestic, 
technically underdeveloped branches of production in order to export its own commodities. 


Large parts of population change into an army in reserve of imperialism. Because of economic 
disparity, millions of pauperised immigrants legally or illegally stream into the metropolitan centres. 
With their help, capital displaces the badly trained, unskilled labourers of the metropolitan centres 
and brings the level of wages even more down. 
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Capital Exports - an Important Graduator of Power Relations 


All imperialist countries see their salvation in heigh capital exports in order to confront against their 
competitors on their own market or on foreign markets directly. By this, competition is intensified, 
resulting in something like economic war. 


The extent of capital exports is the most significant graduator of the world being divided in spheres 
of influence of imperialist powers. 


In 1988, the USA had invested $337 billions in foreign direct investments, 50 per cent of them was 
concentrated in Western Europe and one third of this half in Great Britain and 20 per cent in 
Germany. 


In 1992, Japan had invested $352 billions in foreign countries - 35-40 per cent of them in the USA 
(with growing tendency) and 15 per cent in Europe (40 per cent of these 15 per cent in Great Britain 
only). 


In 1991, Germany had exported $155 billions by direct investments in foreign countries - more than 
a half of them in the EC and the absolutely biggest portion of this half in Great Britain (16 per cent). 
More than 30 per cent fell to the USA, other 5 per cent to Latin America. 


Half of the capital exports from EC states into the USA come from Great Britain (that is the fourfold 
sum of that coming from Germany). Great Britain concentrates more than a half of its capital exports 
in the USA. 


Japan, however, has almost closed its borders to capital exports from the USA and from Germany so 
far. 


Till now, the USA is probably the world's largest investor of foreign capital. But Japan has nearly 
egalized and, in spite of its lower gross national product (GNP) in the eighties, has exported more 
capital than the USA. Germany is significantly weaker. Capital exports have been supported by 
creation of international economic zones in which capital and manpower can float freely. 


Capital exports are to be contrasted with capital imports. While endeavouring to divide the world by 
capital exports, foreign capital itself penetrates the imperialist states and undermines them from the 
interior. Here Japan has advantages, too, because it leaves its country almost closed for capital 
imports while penetrating the world. 


Though being the country with the highest share of direct investments in other countries in 
comparison with the GNP, Great Britain is invaded by USA capital, Japanese and German capital. 
More than a third of the British industry is in foreign capitalists’ hands while the British local 
industry is declining. 


Because of the impoverishment of its own people during a longer period of capital exports, Great 
Britain had become extraordinarily attractive for foreign direct investments. The decline of the USA 
in the eighties also becomes explicit as the foreign direct investments within the USA were twice in 
comparison with the direct investments of the USA abroad. 


Additional to direct investments are capital exports by bank and statal credits. At the beginning of 
the eighties, the USA were the world's largest creditor. Almost 30 per cent of international credit 
were allotted to USA banks. Till the end of the eighties, however, the scene changed completely. 
The world's ten largest banks of today are Japanese ones. They unite almost 40 per cent of the 


44 


UNITY & STRUGGLE JULY 1995 


international credits, the USA 15 per cent only. Japan concentrates its financial operations in the 
USA. In the USA, approximately 14 per cent of all bank assets (in California even 25 per cent) are 
under the control of Japanese banks. 


Through its exploding national debts in the eighties, the USA made themselves dependent on 
foreign, especially Japanese, creditors. 30-40 per cent of USA government securities are bought by 
Japanese brokers. 


Meanwhile, Japanese banks conquered London, the most important international financial market. 
About 40 per cent of Euro-credits are disposed of by Japanese banks having markedly surpassed the 
USA banks, German and Swiss banks. 


It is true that Germany surpassed Great Britain, moved up close to France, but comes fourth till now. 
Its share in international credits sums up to less than 8 per cent. 


The world's biggest creditor states of today are Japan and Germany while the USA changed into a 
debtor nation. This is a clear sign of a certain change of power relations. 


US imperialism reacts to this weakened position by a strengthened co-operation with Japan. The 
USA is the main import country of Japanese capital. On the other hand, the USA is the biggest 
foreign capital investor into Japan. The high technology industries of Japan and of the USA have 
connected with each other in a lot of mutual stakes. Joint ventures between Motorola and Toshiba, 
alliances between IBM and Toshiba or Ricoh, between General Motors and Fanuc, the leading 
producer of robots, between General Motors and Isuzu, Ford and Mazda govern the scene. 


The co-operation between the high technology industries of Japan and of the USA is called by the 
writer Konrad Seitz "the most important development of world economy of the ending 20th century" 
(Die japanisch-amerikanische Herausforderung, Berlin 1994, p. 225). 


So the Japanese imperialism joins with its main competitor, the USA, and, together with it, 
penetrates Europe but without giving up the aim of winning the game against the USA. 


Advancement of Japanese Imperialism 


Today, the Japanese imperialism develops most quickly while the USA and Germany suffer from a 
certain senility. But in the USA and in Germany, there are made feverish activities of modernisation 
in order to conquer and reconquer productivity and market shares. And in Japan, there exist some 
indicators of crisis. 


The leading circles of all these countries restlessly set their working classes under pressure in order 
to submit them to the generals of the respective capital in their campaigns against Japan, the USA or 
Germany. Today the battles, first of all, are fought economically. The winners gain extra-profits at 
the expense of the other centres of power. And the struggling armies of the corporations staffs are 
promised booties if the enemy has been overwhelmed. 


Because of its peculiar conditions, the Japanese imperialism has advantages and is at present able to 
develop its productive forces most quickly. 


Firstly, by its capability of putting its possible short-term profits back behind long-term 
profits. 


Secondly, by its capability of investing a larger portion of profits in production. 
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Thirdly, by its capability of systematically evaluating the most advanced experiences of all 
industrial countries and of adapting them in Japan (quality control within production, solution of 
obsolete forms of division of labour etc.). 


Fourthly, by its capability of better planning the fields of research, investments and the most 
promising direction of productive forces by co-ordinated efforts on national and international level. 


Fifthly, by its capability of co-ordinating the feudal traditions (loyalty of Samurai followers, spirit of 
fighting against enemies, unselfishness in relation to the own enterprise's clan etc.) to a national 
effort in order to overwhelm other nations, especially the former victorious power, the USA. 


Germany 


The German imperialism is the strongest power within the EC. Europe is its main bastion. At 
present, Germany counteracts its relative weakness in comparison with the USA and Japan above all 
with the support given by the EC and by alliances and compromises with others, especially with 
France. However, technologically (above all in the telecommunication industry) and from the aspect 
of the importance of its spheres of influence, it seems to be positioned behind the USA and Japan. 


Therefore, the German imperialism tries to catch up and become the world's number one. By 
massively abolishing workplaces and by sweating the workers, it tries to snatch up the immense 
capital sums for conquering spheres of influence in Asia and America. First of all, its hope is 
oriented towards a uniform economic area from the Atlantic to the Ural, including 850 millions of 
people. Step by step, the EC is being extended. 


However, on this way there arise innumerous difficulties. Russia on the one side is seriously 
weakened as an imperialist country but nevertheless defends its own interests against "Western 
influences". And until now, it is still an important military power. In Western Europe there are 
strong rivalries between Germany, France and Great Britain and also a considerable presence of 
capital coming from the USA and Japan. 


In Eastern Europe, different imperialist powers are in rivalry for hegemony. The position of 
Germany is not uncontested. 


How the power relations of the imperialist countries are and how and by which alliances they try to 
strengthen themselves has to be investigated much more precisely. More precisely we also have to 
analyse the international distribution of capital exports and the spheres of influence. Till now, we 
can make nothing but relatively vague statements. 


Whatever the temporary advantages of one imperialist country are in comparison to the other ones, 
the other ones, too, try to acquire such advantages. But sooner or later and in different forms and 


degrees of development, they all suffer from their insoluble basic problems. 


Communist Party of Germany (KPD) 
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ITALY 


Stalin today 


Typescript of the speech made by the delegation of the Organisation for the Construction of the 
Proletarian Party of Italy at the seminar "Stalin Today" held in Moscow on 4-6 November 1994. 


Comrades, 


History follows its course relentlessly erasing from memory or marking with infamy everything 
which hinders human progress. Notwithstanding, there are events and personalities which stand out 
as giants in history even though the dark forces of reaction have tried to obliterate them from our 
collective consciousness under a berrage of lies. 


With the passage of time, Stalin's works and thought have gained the esteem of Spartacists and the 
Paris Commune and can be rightly placed alongside those of other thinkers and revolutionaries such 
as Robespiere, Marx and Lenin. 


The gathering clouds of revolutionary storm bring to mind the teaching and practices of Stalin. The 
whole of Stalin's works, without exception, are an invaluable source from which communists, 
revolutionaries and patriots should take example. 


There is no field of social science to which Stalin has not contributed, to which he has not rigorously 
and scientifically applied Marxism-Leninism to hugely successful result. 


A study of Stalin's works confirm his status as a classical theoretician of Marxism, applying 
Marxism for decades along the then as yet undiscovered road to socialism and communism. 


The task left by Lenin was so huge that only a man of exceptional capabilities and will power could 
have succeeded. Stalin was this man. He represented the banner of proletarians throughout the world 
and showed that a brave new world could be built. He was the scourge of capitalists and 
opportunists. For the bourgeoisie and petit-bourgeois "revolutionaries", their attacks on Stalin and 
their lies are an integral part of their current fight against socialism and communism. In philosophy, 
in economics, in politics, in linguistic, in military sciences, in diplomacy, in questions of strategy 
and tactics, in the organisation of party, state and trade unions, Stalin has been the Great Helmsman 
of the Communist Movement. He was the builder and unrivalled leader of the Communist 
International. Thanks to his lead the Movement became a world force, present in every corner of the 
earth, ideologically sound, monolithic in its aspiration and inspired by the highest of ideals. In the 
name of Stalin, millions of men have borne sacrifices of every nature and even given up their lives. 
Stalin embodied the best and noblest in us communists. 


With Stalin as head of the Soviet Communist Party, the forces of socialism defeated the imperialistic 
forces of Nazi fascism in the Great Patriotic War. Thus, he created the conditions for the formation 
of the Communist Bloc and the collapse of old style colonialism throughout the world. These are the 
facts. This is the truth that history teaches us. 


Comrades, 
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Stalin's works are very relevant today. However, in this period of general malaise in modern Titoist- 
Kruschevite revisionism, are there impacts of Stalinist thought which could be explored further? Are 
there aspects which could help explain the temporary defeat of the Communist Movement? 


We Italian Marxist-Leninists, propose a few aspects to this group, knowing well that no one knows 
Soviet history and the works of Stalin as well as our Soviet comrades. As well known, the fight 
against revisionism marks the whole history of our Movement from Karl Marx onwards. However, it 
is with the death of Stalin and the advent of Kruschevism that the struggle becomes one against a 
modern type of revisionism firmly placed in power. A revisionism which saw its birth in Titoist 
Yugoslavia. (See comrade Enver Hoxha's historic contribution to the Moscow Conference in 1960, 
foretelling this danger.) 


Thirty years have passed from the Moscow Conference and throughout this period the International 
Marxist-Leninist Movement has defended and built on revolutionary theories and practice and today 
leads important class battles across the globe. They have been years of harsh and complex struggle, a 
struggle which has prevented the complete victory of revisionism. It is during these years that 
Marxist-Leninist theory has developed as regards to its analysis of revisionism, especially in 
reference to the new forms of revisionism of the first countries to experience socialism. 


Our conclusion is that history shows that Stalin had brought to the attention of the Party the question 
related to the restoration of capitalism within the Soviet Union. 


The most important points of our conclusion are these: 


- For a country which builds a socialist society, the contradictions between it and imperialism are not 
merely secondary and external but are dependent upon the contradictions and struggle between the 
proletariat and the bourgeoisie, the struggle on which final victory depends. These contradictions are 
reflected within a socialist society and express themselves in their highest and purest form in the 
political infighting within the ranks of the governing Party. 


- The class struggle continues in a socialist society even though the exploiting classes, at least in the 
economic sense, no longer exist. Stalin points out that the ideological struggle is not only a cultural 
struggle, i.e. a struggle against bourgeois psychology, but a class struggle, a political struggle, a 
concrete and acute struggle which confirms the Marxist principle that thought is a form of matter. It 
is for this reason that the International Marxist-Leninist Movement affirms that revisionism in 
power is the bourgeoisie in power. 


- Stalin highlights how the proletarian revolution, introducing the collectivisation of the means of 
production, creates the form of a socialist society but how this form can have a non-socialist content. 
This confirms the Marxist theory that property is a function of effective de facto ownership, of 
consumption. Therefore the real question one has to ask is who does this ownership benefit. Stalin 
explained to the Party that the creation of the Sovhos and Kolhos could become sand-castles if the 
class struggle, both internally and internationally, was not placed at the centre of the struggle for 
communism. 


- To the end of his life Stalin warned the party of the danger of counter-revolution, as, for example, 
in his polemic against the economist Yaroshenko in 1952. "The relations of production lag behind 
the development of productive forces. If the directing bodies pursue a correct policy, it is possible to 
prevent these contradictions from becoming antagonistic. A wrong policy, on the other hand, would 
inevitably lead to an antagonism and to the relations of production becoming a brake on the 
development of productive forces." 
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We believe that Stalinism is the most advanced form of Marxism-Leninism, a sound base for 
analysis, understanding and defeat of modern revisionism. Stalinism (that is Leninism or 
Bolshevism) was not the only current of thought within the Soviet Communist Party. Already, 
during the last years of Stalin's life, right-wing tendencies managed clearly to influence the men 
surrounding him. There is no other explanation for the failure of the Party to react to Stalin's 
repeated warnings of counter-revolution and to the limited exposure given to his warnings. 


Just one example: Internationally, Stalin's report and closing speech to the Plenum of the Central 
Committee of the Soviet Party in 1937 are unknown. These writings are of fundamental importance 
and should have been inserted in his collected works "Problems of Leninism". 


Comrades, 


Your contributions will undoubtedly deal more specifically with other matters such as those relating 
to the transition phase of socialist society, the limitations of every revolution, the bureaucratisation 
of the apparatus, the role of the market, the division of manual and intellectual labour, the 
dictatorship of the proletariat and its march towards communism, and the counter-revolution. 
Naturally, we as communists, reject the bourgeois theory that socialism in one country is impossible, 
that communism can be built without the guidance of the party, that the USSR was not a socialist 
country and other foolishness. 


We condemn the conclusions of the XXth Congress of the Soviet Communist Party on the role of the 
state and the party, on the peaceful road to socialism and on peaceful competition and co-existence, 
theories which went relatively unnoticed because of the controversy surrounding Kruschev's 
criticism of the Stalinist cult of personality and general demagogy concerning greater democracy and 
such like. 


Proletarian democracy is expressed by the dictatorship of the proletariat by the Marxist-Leninist 
party and by the leadership of eminent personalities like Lenin and Stalin. It is the lowest stage of a 
superior political form which is communism. 


Comrades, 


The advent of revisionism in the USSR has been a great national and international tragedy which has 
now come to its natural end. By its capitulation to imperialism, the clique of Kruschev, Brejnev and 
Gorbachev has shown its true nature, which is the political tool of a new bourgeoisie which has been 
forming in the last few decades. The collapse of the Soviet Union represents both the defeat of this 
new bourgeoisie by international imperialism and a deeper crisis in world capitalism. However, it is 
the task of our Soviet comrades above all to analyse the restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union 
more deeply. To understand why and how, after the death of Stalin, his brothers-in-arms did not 
fully understand the dangers of nascent Kruschevism? Why did they allow the formation of a class 
of bureaucrats and technocrats which became the backbone of Kruschevism? Why were property 
relations, distribution and the exchange of goods totally transformed? We Marxist-Leninists know 
that the counter-revolutionary transformation of the super-structure leads to the alteration of the 
economic base. We also know that the nature of state property is modified according to the socio- 
economic organisation and class structure of the state. 


The question how collective ownership in the USSR was transformed into the form of capitalistic 
private property with a high degree of concentration of production and capital will have to be 
explained. As will the affirmation of the laws of capitalist economics such as profit and value in the 
USSR and the transformation of the means of production into saleable commodities. 
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We have to ask ourselves the question how labour could have peacefully been transformed into a 
commodity, while at the same time describing Soviet society as a socialist society and knowing all 
too well (as Lenin teaches us) that when the producers are deprived of the means of production the 
economic system becomes bourgeois. The bureaucrats and technocrats (the new bourgeoisie) had the 
right to sack workers, to decide their pay levels and could determine how much profit to keep to 
themselves. Price levels were fixed by these bureaucrats as a function of the relationship with other 
monopolistic state companies. 


Marxist-Leninist theory teaches us that capital is nothing without waged labour, without value, 
without money and without prices. Marx, in analysing the essence of capitalist production, noted two 
specific aspects: The relationship between commodities and money and that the fundamental goal of 
production is surplus value. Now, were these two essential requisites of a capitalist economy at the 
base of the Kruschev-Brejnev mode of production? What effect have the economic reforms of the 
last decades had? To answer the last question these meant unlimited freedom of action for state 
companies in production, distribution, accumulation and fixed investment. Huge powers were given 
to state managers in the management of the means of production and in the distribution of products, 
the goal being the accumulation of profits. 


Can a society whose fundamental aim is profit be classified as socialist? Profits which are divided 
down a social pyramid. All decisions concerning investments, employment and strategic 
management were motivated by profit. The new bourgeoisie ensured maximum profit above all with 
the exploitation of the working class. With this in mind, capitalist terms such as production bonuses, 
profit levels and interest rates were reintroduced. The laws of competition and the anarchy of 
production were foremost. 


An analysis of figures provided by the official Soviet press in the 1970s and 80s is based on the 
concepts of profit levels and surplus value. 


Profit levels in 1971 reached 27.3% and 36% in 1976. In the period 1971-1976 profits reached 500 
billion rouble, 1.5 times that of 1966-70. 


The "Planovoje Hozjistvo" nr.7 - 1976, p.124 concluded that private capital had reached 90 billion 
rouble earning an interest of 3-4 billion rouble a year. At the same time in 1975 the level of 
exploitation of the Soviet working class had increased by 25% from its 1960 level. 


During the same period unemployment, underemployment and the number of female redundancies 
increased exponentially. 


The working classes, deprived of the means of production by state managers, only received a 
capitalist wage for their labour while the remaining part of the value produced by their labour 
became surplus value for the bourgeois revisionists. The bourgeoisie converted a large part of this 
surplus value into capital in effect corresponding to a form of monopolistic state capitalism. Another 
part of the surplus value was distributed among the bureaucrats and managers of this new bourgeois 
class in the form of fringe benefits and bonus payments. The salaries and bonuses of these managers 
and of the state and party elite, e.g. KGB, scientists, army officers, etc. were 15-20 times that of 
ordinary working men's wages. 


As already mentioned above, this analysis, only touched upon here, will have to be deepened 
enormously by our Soviet comrades. 


Other facts will also have to be explained. For example, how the growth in the Kolhos system (as a 
function of land cultivated and the growth of the volume of production) was not mirrored by the 
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growth in consumption of the average Soviet citizen, with, in some cases, the level of consumption 
being merely above subsistence levels. 


The total degeneration of socialism into a capitalist system was due to the lack of centralised 
planning and management of the economy. In its place state companies had complete autonomy and 
the system of retributing workers was based on levels of production. Profit was at the base of the 
wage system. 


The value of labour also depended upon the volume of sales. These depended upon the levels of 
demand in the market at any one time. So, in effect, it was the market which determined levels of 
production. At the same time, the level and choice of investment was determined by the normative 
coefficient of capital investment, it too determined by levels of profit. 


Price formation was decentralised and fixed by the market. Throughout the USSR, interest, as an 
instrument of capitalism, was earned on capital. State companies autonomously decided pricing 
policy to ensure the highest profit possible. The price of goods was determined in the following way; 
current costs were added to average earnings, that is according to the formula of the average cost of 
production in a capitalist system. This ensures equal profits for equal amount of capital invested. 


Pricing policy was used by state companies as a form of open competition. Some prices were 
centrally fixed but even these were determined by demand and supply. The outcome was, as 
comrade Enver Hoxha stated, that the modern revisionists transformed socialism, in their respective 
countries, into a capitalist system. 


Comrades! Changes in the social structure of the USSR could not but be reflected on its foreign 
policy. The Kruschevite clique exported its model to various democratic republics. It set up official 
and secret pacts with US imperialism. It tied itself hand and foot to foreign economies, heavily 
indebting the Soviet people to multinational financial oligarchies. Furthermore, it exerted its 
influence as a great power without favouring the growth of authentic socialism and, in so doing, 
attempted to impose revisionism on world communism. It became one of the major world exporter 
of arms. It favoured opportunism and sabotaged the revolution. The USSR, the great example of 
socialism, was transformed into an enormous prison of peoples and nationalities, a socio- 
imperialistic power. Kruschev's politics favoured the restoration and not progress. It favoured the 
destruction of communism's historic victories. 


Comrades! We believe that the rebirth of the International Communist Movement can begin again 
from the experience of the October Revolution and from the enormous practical and theoretical 
patrimony left to us by Stalin, a patrimony which provides a sure base on which to build our struggle 
for revolution and against imperialism. It also provides us with the base for a solution to all tactical 
and strategic questions, for the creation of a new International and for the future building of new 
socialist societies. 


Stalinist thought is the most powerful weapon against the most sophisticated modern forms of 
revisionism. The works and figure of Stalin must act as a great demarcation line between us and all 
our enemies and false communists. 


Comrades! We wholeheartedly hope that Soviet communists and the Soviet people will unite with us 
in a great world revolutionary front. We hope the revolutionary process initiated by Lenin's coming 
to power in October 1917 will reawaken in the ex-USSR and lead to the setting up of the dictatorship 
of the proletariat and the reconstruction of socialism. 
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Today, as conditions stand, the advantage in the struggle between world revolution and reaction lies 
firmly and completely with the proletariat. 


Imperialism is weak and dying and revolution, as a real possibility, is being considered throughout 
the world. 


The collapse of revisionism is the first stage to revolution. 

Long live the Soviet working class! 

Long live proletarian internationalism! 

Long live the immortal revolutionary doctrine , Marxism-Leninism! 

Eternal glory to great Stalin, the victorious figure head of communists all over the world! 


Organisation for the Communist Party of the Proletariat of Italy 
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SPAIN 


Against ideological immobility 


At present, there is no Marxist-Leninist party or organisation, no communist -organised or not- who 
did not face the necessity to analyse the causes, responsibilities, failures and errors which led the 
international communist movement into a hitherto inexperienced objective situation of weakness, 
splintering and confusion. Gradually we are extricating ourselves from this situation but there are 
many problems and questions we have to deal with. 


For reasons which must be explained any time, the multilateral meetings held by some of our parties 
for the last couple of years did not succeed in having the efforts congealed into practice. The steps 
were positive but remained simple steps and got continuous not before now. The spirit on the 
meetings in the Dominican Republic, in Germany and in Ecuador (1992 to 1994) and the resolutions 
made there, especially at the last meeting, now seem to create the conditions to make progress and to 
end the political, ideological and organisational immobility which constituted a brake to progress for 
so many years. 


Let us put aside the absurd confirmation that "the collapse of the so called socialist countries 
including People's Albania did not concern us because we "suspected it already for a long time". It is 
true, this confirmation is correct but neither the form of that collapse nor the amazing speed of these 
events -especially in Albania- nor its consequences were foreseen by us or could have been foreseen. 
Thus, every communist is to face this classical question: WHAT MUST BE DONE? 


Though we created the Marxist-Leninist parties and organisations as such in the sixties we cannot 
say that the things which happened within the communist movement before, during and after the 
Second World War did not concern us. There exists a manifest chronological chain of the events 
which began many years before Comrade Joseph Stalin's death. In this or that way, everything is 
connected with each other. Therefore, a profound research and analysis is needed, and this requires 
general as well as special efforts (1). 


Meanwhile, we manage to get a similar common effort going. We are outlining some ideas which 
might contribute to discussion. If we look back to the past years we should note that in the parties, in 
general, a trite and vulgar interpretation of Marxism and thus of Leninism predominated. Doing so 
was one of the reasons we criticised the revisionist parties and broke with them. However, after we 
had formed the Marxist-Leninist "avant-gardes", we maintained this attitude, maybe in an 
unconscious but real manner. That is an attitude in which the role of ideas, i.e. of the ideology, was 
not sufficiently taken into consideration in developing the struggle, the parties and the organisations. 


Irrespective of whether we do accept this or not, this contributed to the fact that we delayed the fight 
against the bourgeois ideology with all its aspects and manifestations and that we did not attach this 
fight its full importance. This attitude furthered the appearance of pessimist and defeatist positions 
which were based, above all, on the collapse of the "socialist camp" and the denial of the possibility 
of socialism, communism and, naturally, of a proletarian revolution. In principle, such positions 
imply the same old story told by Bernstein, its best known theoretician. 


After having liquidated the PCE (M-L) by making use of a great ideological weakness, without 
which they would not have realised their criminal aims in such a dramatic way, the Spanish traitors 
and renegades launched muddle-headed attempts to put forward a theory of their distortions. 
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Obviously, they immersed their ideas and intentions in a fruitless and vague cloud of hot air and 
incantations of clinging to the principles, to the revolution etc. Is it a coincidence that their positions 
are, in some cases, even in conformity with the sayings of the traitors and renegades of other 
countries? 


Let us, at present, ignore the factor of provocation and even of police. The above mentioned 
experience constitutes a partial explanation for the hard blows we suffered. The point is not to 
complain about it or give an account of it but that we have to strike at the root of it, to know what we 
did wrong or what we failed to do. That is absolutely necessary in order to understand the things 
took place and to stand against the reactionary ideological offensive which continues to strike blows 
on us. 


In spite of the use (and even misuse) of revolutionary phrases, it is obvious that the underlying 
vulgar materialism hampered the necessary ideological development of the parties by preventing us 
from seeing the critical point of the situation we were jammed in. At present, this lack of ideological 
and, consequently, of theoretical development becomes apparent in an alarming manner. 


We are disturbed at a certain generalised schematism and the damage caused by it. Unfortunately, 
our bitter experience is not at all single. Schematism, in general connected with hair-splitting 
(consisting in a flood of words and a lack of concept in the mode of forming an opinion), causes a 
dangerous weakening and, in some cases, the going astray of the ideological, theoretical fight against 
revisionism. We must not lose sight of the fact that revisionism is the most dangerous of the 
ideological currents, because, among other things, this current penetrates into the so-called masses, 
i.e. in the people, with greater ease. 


Many things have changed; for instance, the transformations undergone and even the form of 
appearance of the revisionists. In principle, however, their positions remained the same. In a 
concealed way or openly, according to the case, they deny or distort Marxism-Leninism, pronounce 
it obsolete and antiquated by scientific-technological developments and discoveries. They also deny 
-in this or that manner, with this or that nuance- the possibility of the proletarian revolution, and all 
of them, all without exception, practise class collaboration. Today, the reference, e.g. to the 
"dictatorship of proletariat" or to the "democratic centralism" makes them shudder in the same way 
as a social democrat shuddered in the twenties (2). 


This schematism leads to metaphysical determinism in a disastrous manner. In a certain way, it has 
grown into a habit to consider the evolution of social struggle in a straight line, developing without 
unevenness and relapses, independent of conscious action of men. As if the communists were to play 
the role of witnesses instead of actors, limiting themselves to the knowledge of the inevitable 
evolution of class struggle instead of playing the role of its ardent inspirations. 


Marxism is not a closed, firmly established and immobile science. It is not the end of an ideological 
finding process or theoretical work. It has not been presented once and for ever. It is not a closed 
system of thought the conclusions of which had been overcome what these and those theoreticians 


undertook to pronounce, among whom there are these crowds of "communist intellectuals", "clear- 
sighted", "disappointed" and ringleaders of the "business of remorse" (Benedetti). 


There is no communist who will deny the fact that Marxism is not a dogma. On the contrary, it is an 
instruction for action. Nobody denies that it is a live science, that theory must continuously be 
developed in the light of changes and new elements which have appeared and have an effect on 
society. In conformity with what we said above, we must not shrink back from correcting, modifying 
and replacing statements, concepts and views which became obsolete by momentum of its own. This 
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is one of the pieces of advice given by Lenin and all other people who contributed to bringing 
Marxism up to date. 


This updating must be a continuous process. For many years, however, almost nothing happened in 
this respect, apart from insulated and laudable intentions. When an attempt was undertaken to get out 
of this theoretical and thus practical immobility, we faced with sharp refusals with the explanations 
that this was not in conformity, from A to Z, with what is written by "classical authors". We, most of 
those who write in this review, have witnessed how -during the last fifteen years (we could go back 
further)- the projects, proposals and initiatives of practical and theoretical co-operation among the 
parties were rejected by some people who would previously, after having heard the arguments of the 
former Party of Labour of Albania or of another "great party", have approved them. 


Rejecting and fighting against ideological immobility does neither mean falling into pedantry nor 
theoretically treating, once more, all the things which have already been theoretically treated. We are 
talking about following the dialectic evolution of things -internal and external political situations, 
specific circumstances, general manifestations. We are talking about constantly heightening our 
analyses, daring to correct or modify them, removing things which are no more valid and adding the 
new, and all that without being scared of being labelled as heretics. 


"What has been written is written." Sure, but what does it mean? We can quote numerous cases in 
which, for instance, Lenin corrected his own ideas. In his "Preface to the English edition of the 
Communist Manifesto" (in 1888), Engels called some passages of this work obsolete: 


"Today, they should be reviewed in more than one respect (...) in view of practical experiences. (I 
insist in constating) that criticising the socialist literature has been done incompletely." 


He also points out that some statements "are still correct in their general features, (but) have been 
surpassed by practice as the political situation and the historical development have totally changed." 


Engels, however, did not modify anything in the Manifest, as it "is a historical document which we 
are not entitled to alter ." 


He did not do so but in later years he took these shortcomings into consideration, for this just reason. 
We must recall the fact that Engels constantly emphasised that "each important scientific discovery 
will result in a new form of materialism." 


Naturally, Engels was not a "Marxist" to the taste of those who promulgate Marxism with deviations 
and curtailments and who distort it. The "new forms of Marxism" confirmed by Engels must not be 
thrown into a sack riddled with holes. On the contrary, they must be taken into consideration 
especially in a changing world like the world of today. We go through periods of questions and of 
big question marks. In such periods truth is not absolute, it is even very relative. In such periods it 
may be useful if we look back in order to understand the present time better. 


In this sense, the most important thing is to pay attention to the findings Marx and Engels resumed 
from the fundamental laws of nature, of history and of thought when formulating the following four 
principal statements: 


1. Law of motion: Everything changes constantly. 


2. Law of interaction: Everything has an effect on all other things. 
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3. Law of contradiction: In everything, there is a contradiction between what is coming into being 
and what is fading away, and motion is born by the fight of these two opposite forces. 


4. Law of progression by leaps: Evolution results in revolution.(3) 


These are the four fundamental laws Lenin had in view in his whole theoretical work (e.g. confer 
"Materialism and Empiriocriticism"). 


Although the things which took place have not been much analysed, we clearly see the effect of 
these laws which never wholly cease to have an effect on the international communist movement. 
We experienced the enormous changes which came into being and were driven by objective causes 
and which the subjective condition-makers were not able to stop. We experienced vehement 
contradictions, in particular as well as in general, and -in spite of temporary but great regression- an 
evolutionary accumulation which will lead to qualitative leaps. 


We communists, however (and that cannot be repeated too often), are not dogmatists or a kind of 
people who confine themselves to repeating hackneyed clichés. On the contrary, as we are Marxists- 
Leninists, we are to assume our role of explorers with full consciousness, making our theoretical 
statements which constantly must be renewed and enriched on the basis of analyses. 


On an abstract level, we may be very faithful to the utterance of Marxism-Leninism. However, if we 
give no answers, if we are not capable of making the spirit determining the utterance (Stalin), then 
we shall soon lose sight of the essence of Marxism and thus the fundamental conclusion that the 
class struggle - together with the ideas developed during this struggle and driving it- is the motor of 
history. 


Summary: Those who make statements -which are correct in their time but can be passed by 
evolution or the dialectical process- immobile, absolute realities are completely in the wrong track, 
and the consequences of doing so are serious. This dialectical process and experience requires us to 
make clear the necessity of new statements. However, we must not consider these statements, too, 
absolute realities. 


We must never forget the fact that reality is relative, for it has a special content at every given time. 
What is reality in certain conditions will not be the same when the conditions change. For 
communists, Marxism-Leninism reflects consciousness as being a historical process, graded from 
ignorance over knowledge of insulated facts and aspects up to a heightened and more profound 
consciousness and the discovery of the laws of development which, according to the laws of motion, 
of interaction and of contradiction, are new in comparison to the prior laws. 


Once more we must take care not to become schematists with respect to the what we have said 
previously. The schematic formula "authentic realities are always unchangeable" (Duehring) is as 
wrong as the thinking of the Machists (contested by Lenin) that - on the basis of certain events by 
which constantly new concepts come into being and replace the obsolete ones - "reality is nothing 
but a subjective and arbitrary idea in the man's head". Lenin replied (in "Materialism and 
Empiriocriticism") that each discovery is an "absolute" progress of objective consciousness and each 
scientific ideology can be assigned to an objective reality. 


Based on the bitter experience which hit us so hard but which could not defeat us, we can state that 
"the unity of science and practical action, the connection of theory and practice is the North Star of 
the communists." (Constantinoff, "Historical Materialism", Moscow 1951) 
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Without a militant dialectical-materialist theory and practice, the expression of unity an struggle of 
the Marxist-Leninists will remain nothing but a wishful thinking. 


(1) Here, we must point to the commendable work of the comrades from PCOF entitled 
"Contribution to the Balance of Socialist Experience in the USSR". 


(2) In our opinion, fight against revisionism has to be classified as ideological and political in its 
principal aspect. In respect to the former, we have the impression that delimitation of camps, 
concepts and expressions is absolutely necessary notwithstanding the importance of nuances 
(Lenin). In respect to the latter, we do not exclude the possibility of tactical agreements and 
alliances in relation to certain problems at a certain time. The popular front policy presented by 
Dimitrof at the Seventh Convention of the International (in 1935) is clear, concrete and logical. 
However, it is a different matter how this concrete policy of unity was performed -which was wrong- 
after the decline of Nazi fascism. 


At present, we have the impression that the comrades from the Communist Party of Colombia (ML) 
are implementing a correct and clear policy of unity with the FARC and the ELN in connection with 
the specific problems of time in their country. 


(3) Hegel, often quoted by Marx and Lenin, describes these four laws in his work but with an 
idealistic charge centred in his theory of "absolute idea" ("Science of Logic" and "Philosophy of 
Nature"). According to Lenin, the Hegelian dialectic was a great achievement of the German 
philosophy, in spite of the contradiction between the dialectical method used by Hegel and his 
metaphysical system. Based on Hegel, Marx and Engels rejected Hegel's ideological aspects and 
constructed their dialectical method on the scientific basis of materialism. So they set the four laws 
quoted by us. Perhaps this may make the question clearer. It was Marx himself who pointed out: 


"My dialectical method is not only fundamentally different from Hegel's but even, all in all, its 
reverse. According to Hegel, progress of thought, which is transformed by him -under the name of 
idea- into a subject with own life, is the creator of real being and this is nothing but the exterior 
form in which thought incarnates itself. According to me, ideal being is nothing but material being 
transported into and translated in the man's head." ("Capital", volume 1) 


Communist Organisation October of Spain 
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TURKEY 


TURKEY, THE MIDDLE-EAST, THE CAUCASUS AND 
THE BALKANS, AND THE STRUGGLE AGAINST 
IMPERIALISM 


Even though there are other tense conflict regions in the world, the Middle-East, the Caucasus and 
the Balkans are, without a doubt, the main areas of turmoil and war. 


In these regions -which border Turkey from the south-east, north-east and north-west- contradictions 
between nations have intensified. At the same time, the competition of the big powers to broaden 
their spheres of influence and seize strategic positions is increasing. 


The history of this century and of the two World Wars has proved that these regions always have a 
great strategic importance for the inter-imperialist struggle for hegemony. For this reason, they have 
always been regions of tension, unrest and war. 


The conflicts in these regions should not be considered as temporary phenomenon. In the present 
period, where the contradictions between the imperialist powers are deepening, the economic, 
political and military importance of these regions is growing rapidly. 


Consequently, the conflicts embroiling these regions do not only consist of mutual animosity 
between the regional nations and peoples. They are actually provoked and supported by the 
imperialist countries. It is obvious that if the interference of the imperialist countries stopped, the 
national reactionary forces that provoke these conflicts and wars could not survive. Nor would there 
be any reason left for the nations and peoples of the region to become enemies and fight each other. 


Following the collapse of the Eastern Bloc these regions have quickly become an arena of the 
struggle for the re-division of the world, to reflect the new and unstable balance of power. As a result 
they inevitably began to suffer national and social disintegration, degeneration and wars. Recent 
events have shown graphically the imperialist interests behind these conflicts and wars and the 
powers fighting for these interests. 


Even the defenders of imperialism cannot deny that those who incite and arm the Israeli Zionists, 
Arab reactionary forces and Saddam reaction against the Arab and Palestinian people and Iranian 
revolution are US imperialism and other imperialist states. Examples of this are the strengthening of 
Israeli Zionism against the Arabic-Islamist peoples, the existence of pro-American kingdoms and 
reactionary Arab regimes despite the hatred of their peoples, and the subjugation of the Arab, 
Palestinian and Kurdish movements to imperialism, etc. 


Imperialist powers claimed "to establish peace" in the region. Yet it is they who have provoked the 
national friction in the Balkans and led socialist Albania, which was an element of stability and 
peace in the region, to collapse. They have also provoked the disintegration of Yugoslavia and the 
turmoil in Bulgaria and Romania. They armed these countries and divided them into enemy camps. 
They also made the reactionary Titoism the bully of the Balkans. 


However, the situation has changed in the last five-six years. New conflicting interests have emerged 
and new collaborator cliques have been organised. Despite the futile attempts to cover the reality, 
obviously Russia, Britain and the US -despite their indecision- are supporting the armed Serbian 
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reactionary forces, and on the other hand the Slovak, Croatian and Bosnian reactionary forces are 
being supported by Germany and France. 


The Caucasus were under the control of the Soviet social imperialism in the past. Following the 
disintegration of the Soviet Union it is now embroiled in a new and growing conflict between 
Russia, the US and other imperialist countries. The Western capitalist countries, mainly the US, are 
trying to preserve the collaborator classes generated on the basis of national animosities in the 
Caucasus. Russia, on the other hand, is trying to strengthen its regional influence by both making 
these countries and nations fight each other and, at the same time, "mediating" between them for 
"peace". 


What is happening in the Middle-East, the Caucasus and the Balkans is this: The contradictions 
between the regional nations, peoples and states, which have been continuously inflamed by the big 
powers, are now being further provoked and made antagonistic. The main reasons for the unrest and 
war in these areas are the hegemony of imperialism over the regional nations and peoples, and the 
intense fight between the big capitalist states for new markets and spheres of influence. Although the 
surface appearance of the conflict is different, the deeper reality is that those who have become 
enemies and who waged war against each other are actually not the regional nations and peoples, but 
the imperialist countries themselves fighting for hegemony. The present period is one of redivision 
of the world among the big capitalist powers. Furthermore, each imperialist country is aware that if 
one establishes its hegemony and ensures its superiority in these regions, it will be better placed to 
influence other regions. These three areas are strategically the most important areas in the world as 
far as imperialist states aspiring for the world hegemony are concerned. Characteristically, 
imperialist interference in these regions is carried out under the pretext of "peace-keeping", 


" We 


"democracy", "justice" and "humanitarian aid". 


It is a well-known fact that Turkey is playing the role of a subcontractor of the imperialist states in 
their interference in the problems in these regions. For the last five-six years, its official policy has 
been to provoke rivalry and tension with the neighbouring countries. It is trying to interfere in all 
problems in the Middle-East, the Caucasus and Balkans. Despite its economic crisis, it is pressing 
ahead with its armament policy. 


What are the main features of Turkey's foreign policy? First, it supports the attacks of the imperialist 
coalition against the Iraqi and Arab peoples. It even attempted, for example, to occupy Iraq during 
the war. It constantly interferes in the internal affairs of the Caucasian republics and encourages the 
interference of the imperialist troops in the region. It promotes enmity in the Balkans and insists on 
Nato's occupation of the region. It is dangerously escalating tension with neighbouring countries 
such as Greece, Syria and Iran. Finally, it is making special efforts to send troops to each region in 
crisis and to provide military bases to the Western imperialists. 


This policy directly impinges on the daily life and interests of the Turkish and Kurdish workers and 
labourers as it can push the country and people into the catastrophe of war. 


Turkish and Kurdish workers and labourers should closely watch Turkey's foreign policy towards 
the Balkans, Middle-East and Caucasus. They must make this practice a part of their daily struggle. 
Clearly, the aggressive attitude towards neighbouring peoples and interference in the conflicts driven 
by imperialist ambitions finds its reflection in Turkey's domestic policy. This manifests itself in the 
deception of the workers and labouring masses, fierce oppression and tyranny. 


The working class and people of Turkey should not be indifferent to the foreign policy of the 
Turkish ruling classes. They should promote brotherhood with the neighbouring nations and the 
regional peoples and defend their own national class interests. It is not possible for the workers to 
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make any progress without carrying out a struggle on the political front. One aspect of the political 
struggle is to take up foreign relations and the problems of foreign policy, while the other is to tackle 
with domestic issues. 


It should be born in mind that one of the shortcomings of the workers' movement of Turkey is its 
indifference to Turkey's foreign policy and its international relations. 


As the last few years have shown, without overcoming this weakness, it is not possible to prevent the 
ruling classes influencing some sections of the labouring classes by spreading illusions about 
external affairs. 


In the history of civilisations and of imperialism, the Balkans has been one of the most important 
regions of turmoil and war. Big powers, especially in the last century, have been the instigators of 
conflicts between the Balkan countries. They have also wanted to subjugate the regional nations and 
peoples to their interests. 


The roots of the contradictions and problems among the Balkan countries have originated in the 
frictions caused by this historical fight for hegemony. The contradictions which prevent stability and 
peace in the region and which produce conflicts and wars between the neighbouring nations and 
states are not intrinsically insoluble. However, the Balkan peoples and states keep falling into 
meaningless and reactionary enmities and wars. Undoubtedly, the main reason lies in the hegemony 
of the imperialist countries over the regional peoples and in the frequent inter-imperialist fights to 
alter the power-balance. 


The present violent national wars and conflicts in the Balkans are not a settling of accounts among 
the regional nations and peoples. On the contrary, despite their present appearances, they are clashes 
between the imperialist states fighting for hegemony and influence, and between their collaborator 
national reactionary forces. The imperialist countries are presently carrying out their 'work' through 
their collaborators. As we know, the Balkans crises are dubbed "temporary", originating from "the 
resistance of the forces of the old regime to the transition to the free market and democracy". There 
is no doubt that such 'explanations' by the imperialist governments are designed to deceive the 
workers and labourers and to justify their external interventions. 


There is only one reason why the imperialist countries show special interest to the Balkans and why 
the turmoil, tensions and wars in the region come to the fore front: The profound deception of the 
Balkan peoples in order for the big capitalist countries to seize the Balkan countries completely. It is 
obvious that the imperialist states are behind the conflagration in the Balkans. 


There are two main reasons why the Balkans is important in the struggle of the big capitalist powers 
for hegemony: Firstly, the Balkans is a relatively more advanced market among the underdeveloped 
dependent regions. Secondly, it is one of the few regions which is of great military-strategic 
importance in the inter-imperialist struggle for hegemony. 


Besides their economic importance for the capitalist monopolies and imperialist states, the Balkan 
countries also have a great significance in terms of their political and military position. The Balkans 
is in a region where the world trade routes and energy transport lines intersect. It is, at the same time, 
a region overlooking these routes and lines (Suez-Gibraltar). Thus, when the re-division of the world 
is on the agenda, it becomes the most important foothold controlling three continents, and enabling a 
dominant power to strike against, control and defend the Middle-East, the Mediterranean, North 
Africa, the Caucasus and even Europe. 


For over 30 years, the Balkan Peninsula, with the exception of Albania, was divided into the 
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English-American and the Soviet Russian spheres of influence. The collapse of Soviet Russia has 
opened new spheres of influence to English-American imperialism. It has also led to the intervention 
of German imperialism, which was waiting in the wings, and to its emergence as an influential 
power in the Balkans. Germany has disturbed the English-American "status-quo", become dominant 
in Slovenia and Croatia and relatively in Albania, Romania, and Bosnia-Herzegovina. This has 
inevitably led the Anglo-American governments, which together constituted a barricade against the 
Soviet Russia for thirty years, to step up their struggle. Using the same methods, these countries 
have covertly backed Serbian reaction, and consolidated their relations with Macedonia, Albania and 
Bosnia-Herzegovina. They have also maintained international public opinion. Russia, in the 
meantime, has not been idle. It has attempted to make itself a focus in the conflict, increasing its 
pressure on Romania and announcing its brotherhood with Serbia. 


In the conflicts in former- Yugoslavia, the European countries, including Germany, but with the 
exception of Britain, have taken position on one side, and the Anglo-American and Russian 
imperialists, even though with contradictory plans, on the other. Undoubtedly, the conflicts in the 
Balkans have become chronic because of these groupings and attempts which constitute the 
corresponding form of imperialist intervention and wrangle to the existing "relations". 


The fact that the big imperialist states act in accordance with the UN resolutions that suggest a 
"peaceful solution” to the warring sides and conduct joint military operations from time to time 
should not fool anyone. It is true that these states act in "alliance" in their intervention into the 
Balkans, as they generally do everywhere. However, this "alliance" contains within it conflicting 
interests and is characterised by aggressive demands against each other. 


If the behind the scene participants in the wars in the Balkans are the big powers, how can they 
intervene together? How can, for instance, US war planes bomb Serbian positions when they 
actually support them? On what basis can Germany threaten Croatia, its ally? 


The answers to these questions are hidden in the following two phenomena: Firstly, although there is 
development towards open international conflicts, inter-imperialist contradictions have not yet 
deepened enough to the point which will lead to a complete disintegration, an open confrontation 
against each other or to the consolidation of rival blocs. Economic and political phenomena compel 
the imperialist governments to act as allies in their interventions against the oppressed nations and 
peoples. On the other hand, they are compelled to pursue their conflicting interests and struggle for 
re-division through their collaborators and policies cloaked in the diplomatic language of pseudo 
"peace" and "democracy". 


Secondly, the attempts of the regional reactionary forces to expand and strengthen themselves have 
contradicted the general interests and policies of the imperialist powers backing them. Therefore, the 
necessity of bringing these reactionary forces 'into line' compels the interventionist powers to act 
under the banner of the "United Nations". 


The fight of the imperialist states for hegemony in the Balkans is not prompted by immediate 
interests or by the possibilities of exploitation and profit. For a century, the chief imperialist 
countries have been implementing their Balkan policies according to the strategic needs of the re- 
division of the world. The policy pursued by the Anglo-American, German, French and Russian 
imperialists is designed to make them the dominant power in the Balkans, to use their hegemony in 
the region as a base for their conflicts in other regions, and to obtain a strategic foothold when the 
time comes for a definitive settling of accounts. 


TURKEY'S BALKAN POLICY AND IMPERIALISM 
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Turkey is one of those rare countries which does not have good relationships with any of its 
neighbouring countries. Especially since the World War II, it has been pursuing a policy of tension 
and war in the Balkans, as is the case with all its neighbours. Due to this policy and attitude, the 
reactionary forces in Turkey have got into important and dangerous conflicts with the bordering 
Greece and Bulgaria. Its problems with Greece over the Aegean continental shelf, Cyprus, the 
Turkish and Greek minorities, and with Bulgaria on its Turkish minority have been, until recently, 
the most significant external problems in the western border of Turkey. The incidents which took 
place in the Balkans in the early 1990s and the imperialist intervention have led Turkey to 
exacerbate the contradictions and conflicts in the region and to create new problems. 


The reactionary forces in Turkey have not only pursued a general policy of provoking war in the 
Balkans, but have also incited an international offensive, and sent troops to the region. At the same 
time, it has escalated its conflicts with Greece and continually threatens it with war. 


Especially for the last five-six years, Turkey has been pursuing a policy of intervention in all the 
problems and conflicts in the Balkans. It has become one of the diplomatic and military pawns of the 
Western countries, mainly of the US, as is shown by its role in the Middle-East and the Caucasus. 


The Turkish bourgeoisie and reactionary forces want to create a certain public perception of their 
interventions and initiatives in the Balkans. They promote the idea that Turkey will become a 
political power in Bulgaria, former- Yugoslavia and Albania. Hence, it will be able to restrict the 
influence of Russia in the region and to compete with it. It will lay siege to Greece by allying with 
Albania, Bosnia and Macedonia. Finally, through the "Black Sea Economic Co-operation" it will 
seize new and profitable markets in the Balkans. With such a strong position in the Balkans, Turkey 
will be taken into consideration by the big powers allies and have a say everywhere as a leading 
country which has guaranteed its security. That is the brief picture drawn by the Turkish government 
and its diplomacy to the people of Turkey regarding the situation of the country and its prospects in 
the Balkans. 


In fact, however, the bourgeoisie and reactionary forces of Turkey know that reaching these aims, 
given the present pattern of relationships, is a hollow dream. This is because they also know that the 
Balkan countries are more developed than Turkey and that the imperialist states have not left any 
sphere of hegemony to Turkey. 


Turkey has two main objectives in the Balkans. The first is to seize the initiative against the 
collaborator reactionaries in the region. This would enhance Turkey's world standing. The possibility 
would thus be opened to realise regional alliances against Greece and Russia and to get the support 
of imperialist countries for its actions. The second objective is to prevent the working class and the 
people from acting as a class and a people; to spread in their ranks nationalist and imperialist 
sentiments and animosity towards other nations. This would lead the people to accept bourgeois- 
imperialist interests as "national interests". This would enable the bourgeoisie to make repression 
and terror in the country continuous and efficient. 


Inevitably, the workers and labourers will, of course, pay the price for the system's crisis, its 
aggressive foreign policy and its arms build-up. 


THE IMPERIALIST WORLD SYSTEM AND THE IMPORTANCE OF THE MIDDLE- 
EAST 


Throughout the history of imperialism, the Middle-East has been the most strategic and important 
region among the underdeveloped and dependent areas for the big capitalist countries. This 
importance stems from the following characteristics: 
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Firstly, it has significant oil reserves. Oil is the cheapest source of energy for capitalist industry. 
Thus, it is vital not only in terms of greater profits but also for the actual continuation of this 
industry. It is not possible for the capitalist economy and imperialist system to survive without 
having a stable and continuous source of oil. 


Secondly, the Gulf and the Suez Canal are of great strategic significance, connecting the west to the 
east. The Middle-East is one of the most significant regions of juncture for the world trade routes 
and the transportation of energy and raw materials. No other region constitutes a bridge from the 
Atlantic to the Mediterranean, from the Mediterranean to the Indian Ocean and the Pacific, and the 
shortest route connecting the European, Asian and Africa continents. Undoubtedly, safe and 
exclusive trade routes are crucial for the survival of imperialist system. 


Thirdly, all of this places a military significance on the region. The two World Wars have proved 
that the Middle-East is an important citadel, when the re-division of the world and open use of force 
come onto the agenda. An imperialist country or bloc which does not bolster its struggle for 
hegemony and re-division of the world in the Middle-East is bound to face an impasse when 
confrontations come onto the agenda. This explains the intensity of the imperialist pressure and the 
struggle for hegemony. 


What is important for revolutionary workers are the following questions: Has the struggle for 
hegemony ended? Has the Middle-East, which has always been one of the most important strategic 
region, lost its significance? Do developments such as the on-going diplomacy in the Middle-East, 
the "peace" between Palestine and Israel, the "rapprochement" between Syria and Israel, new 
channels of relations opening with Iran, the pressure on Iraq to tame it, the restoring of "order" in 
Lebanon, etc. indicate peace, stability or well being in the Middle-East? 


It is true that the collapse of the USSR left US imperialism as the only super power in this region for 
the time being. The US has been presented with the opportunity to insist on a new status-quo 
favourable to it without leaving any possibility for an alternative. 


However, it is obvious that the two main protagonists are not yet in the position to openly challenge 
each other face-to-face. These adversaries are the regional peoples who have been suppressed and 
bamboozled into illusions and the imperialist powers which have begun to articulate their demands 
and tensions in an increasingly open manner. 


\tab The status-quo enforced by US imperialism has not been able to solve the problems and 
conflicts. In fact, they remain in a more complicated form. Germany, France and Russia have already 
expressed their dissatisfaction with this status-quo through their initiatives and demands in the 
region. Moreover, the complex state of the relationships and contradictions among the main states 
and reactionary forces in the region presents more alternatives to the other imperialist countries. 


US imperialism aims to gather the big collaborationist countries of the region around itself. For the 
US, countries like Israel, Egypt, Saudi Arabia and Turkey are the main pillars of the US domination 
in the region. Israel is the main regional prop of the USA while Lebanon is its military arena where it 
can undertake anything it wants. The US does not operate in a vacuum, however. Neither the total 
subjugation of Palestine nor a US success -partial or otherwise- in grouping regional states around its 
strategic concerns in the area would prevent other imperialist countries from winning footholds. The 
coalescing of such a US centred alliance would, however, be a blow against Iran, increasing its 
isolation. Such a bloc would also potentially act as a shield against the anti-imperialist uprisings of 
the regional peoples. 


However, while it is possible, such a strategy and power-balance can be realised only temporarily 
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and in exceptional circumstances. There are problems without solution for the US. One of the most 
important factors that inhibit the attempts of the US to gather the regional states around a single 
strategy is the internal problems the Middle-East countries have and their contradictory external 
interests. This presents a great opportunity for the other imperialist countries to undermine the US- 
imposed status-quo. 


Germany and France have already put forward their demands as the countries seeking hegemony. 
Despite the fact that Iran was labelled a "terrorist state" by the US, they have improved their 
relations with it. They intervene in the Kurdish question and the "peace" process in Palestine with a 
different angle to the US. Russia has declared that the Middle-East is in its sphere of influence. It 
pursues a policy of revitalising its relationship with the regional states, inhibiting the rapprochement 
between Syria and the US, easing the pressures on Iraq, improving its dialogue with Palestine and 
strengthening its relationship with Iran. 


All of this give the regional countries more alternatives and represents an important weakness for the 
US-sponsored status-quo. On the other hand, under the circumstances where inter-imperialist 
conflicts become explicit, inevitably the regional peoples who are tired of oppression and poverty 
will wake up and start to mobilise. No matter how it seems today, it is undeniable that the supposed 
developing "peace process" is a deception and that the present uncertainty in the Middle-East heralds 
new conflicts, unrest and political alignments. 


TURKEY'S MIDDLE-EAST POLICY AND IMPERIALISM 


Turkey is a Middle-East country even though it has different characteristics to most. Moreover, it is 
in conflict with the three main countries in this region, i.e. Iran, Syria and Iraq. The reactionary 
forces in Turkey are keen to participate in the conflicts among the regional states as well as between 
imperialist countries. This attitude manifested itself explicitly during the international attack on Iraq, 
when Turkey acted in a so blood-thirsty barbarian manner that no other reactionary force could risk. 


Turkey's policy towards the Middle-East, like that towards the Balkans and the Caucasus, has been 
based for the last five-six years on the aim of "the Turkish Islam world from the Adriatic to the 
Chinese Wall". Undoubtedly, this policy takes into consideration the Kurdish question both in terms 
of its destructiveness and the possibilities presented by this issue. We can say that Turkey's Middle- 
East policy has special features in comparison with the other two regions. This is because for Turkey 
the Kurdish question, on the one hand, constitutes a great risk and, on the other, a "hope". The fear 
of "losing" Turkey Kurdistan and the "hope" of seizing Iraq Kurdistan and Musul are organically 
united. This is the unique feature of Turkey's Middle-East policy. 


The bourgeoisie and government implements this policy hiding its attempts in the region behind the 
demagogy of "peace", "humanitarian considerations" and "national interests". In order for the people 
to identify with this policy, they attach a special importance to the propaganda of "the danger of the 
division of the country". The fact that the reactionary forces in Turkey have no peaceful intention is 
being illustrated by its oppression of the Kurdish people. 


Competition with the neighbouring countries, weakening them and strengthening against them has 
been the traditional policy of the reactionary forces in Turkey. This policy became quite explicit 
during the imperialist attack in the Middle-East. Turkey's policy degenerated to the extent that it 
made the country a subcontractor of the US and European imperialists against the Arab and Islam 
peoples. The reactionary forces of Turkey manifested its animosity towards the Middle-Eastern 
peoples by taking part in the US military intervention in Lebanon in 1956. During the latest attack, 
the Gulf War, it proved this animosity by being a despicable tribune of war. The aim of this policy is 
to curry favour with the imperialist countries, to find international support for the reactionary fascist 
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offensive that it carries out domestically and to market itself to the imperialist powers for a higher 
price. 


The reactionary forces of Turkey are more explicitly orientating towards the orbit of US Middle-East 
policy which is based on the alliance of Egypt, Israel and Turkey. They are also stepping up their 
attempts to manipulate the deepening inter-imperialist contradictions and the present uncertainties. 
Obviously, these policies carry the risk of deepening the hostility with the neighbouring peoples. 
They also pose the threat of meaningless wars. 


The working class and people of Turkey have to watch the Middle-East policy of the bourgeoisie 
and reaction closely. They must scrutinise their ploys in the region and react as necessary. 
Otherwise, the country will be dragged into catastrophe and destruction. Obviously, the burdens of 
all these policies and manoeuvres will be shifted onto the working class and the people. Everybody 
knows that the Zonguldak resistance and the Metal strikes were broken under the pretext of the war 
in the Middle-East and 300 thousand workers were sacked, again with the same justification. The 
working class and the people of Turkey have to understand that supporting the struggle of the 
Kurdish people and their right to freedom and actively opposing the policies of the bourgeoisie and 
reaction in the Middle-East mean defending their own interests. They must realise this and act 
accordingly. 


Revolutionary Communist Party of Turkey (TDKP) 
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VENEZUELA 


The second congress of Bandera Roja-MDP 


The second congress of Bandera Roja-MDP was held in Caracas on 8-11 December with the slogans 
"the unity of Marxist-Leninists" and "for a new political power". The congress made a resolution for 
the merging of the two organisations under the name Bandera Roja (Red Flag). Alongside over 200 
delegates who were elected by local and regional conferences, representatives from other 
organisations in Venezuela participated in the congress and debates actively. 


Our congress was also honored by the delegations from the Communist Party of Albania, 
Communist Party of Colombia (M-L), Marxist-Leninist Communist Party of Ecuador, Communist 
Labour Party of Dominican Republic and Revolutionary Communist Party of Turkey. They 
contributed to the discussions with the spirit of proletarian internationalism. Also, the sincere 
salutation messages were read from Marxist-Leninist, communist fraternal parties. 


The slogans on which our second congress was based indicated the immediate and important tasks in 
front of our party for the approved general political line to be put into practise: to prepare the party 
and the people for the work in the forthcoming period. 


Having analysed the popular insurgence on 27-28 February 1989, the military interventions in 
February and November 1992, the changes that took place afterwards and the current political 
situation, our congress came to the conclusion that Venezuela is in the deepest crisis of its history. 
The political system which has been experienced since 1958 has completely gone bankrupt today. 
Reactionary parties, official trade unions and national army which are the pillars of bourgeois- 
democratic regime have lost their credibility as they lack the capacity to realise the changes 
demanded by the majority of the people. They can no longer guarantee the continuity of this political 
system. 


The congress approved the analysis of the party in regards to the fact that we are face to face with a 
revolutionary situation. The forthcoming combat will be one between revolution and counter 
revolution. In the first camp we have patriot, democratic, progressive and revolutionary forces whose 
aim is to establish a new political power, a democratic system and a system which allows to solve 
the problems of the country and realises national sovereignty where the demands of the people can 
be met. Whereas, in the other camp we have the present ruling bloc comprised of the financial 
oligarchy and their corrupt parties who sells out the country. 


In a country like Venezuela where it is no longer possible to solve the problems through the existing 
institutions, reactionary forces are afraid of a popular uprising. They are searching for a fascist 
regime which allows them to impose by means of blood and force the neo-liberal policies of the IMF 
which will draw the country into a civil war . Our congress put it as a main task for the party to 
prepare itself and the people for this combat vis-a-vis such a perspective of reactionary forces. 


Revolutionary struggle for a new political power is the main task for all the patriots of Venezuela. 
The party's policy of unity in this direction was approved by the congress. It has become an 
immediate task to make more effort for a body which can solve the main existing contradictions in 
society, which can unify around a democratic and anti-monopolist programme (not a socialist 
programme yet) all patriot, democrat, progressive and revolutionary forces and even some religious 
circles and some sectors of the army. 


The contradiction which needs an immediate solution today is the one between the majority of the 
Venezuelan people and financial oligarchy which benefits from an anti-patriotic alliance between the 
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grand national bourgeoisie and imperialism. Another important task is to unite Marxist-Leninists 
under the umbrella of a single party with the aim of a new political power. Marxist-Leninists of 
Venezuela have waged their struggle in separate organisations for various reasons. 


At a time when the class struggle has reached its undeniable present stage and when the preparation 
of the people for the final combat is on the agenda, it is not appropriate to carry out the struggle in 
separate parties for those whose guide is Marxism-Leninism and who advocate socialism as an 
alternative against bourgeois regime. The congress has given the task to the newly elected central 
committee to make active effort to reach the aim of unity. There is no doubt that it will be success if 
we take into account the unity in the approach to the fundamental questions of revolution such as 
strategic aim, the character of the revolution, the approach to the party, the programme for 
revolutionary change, etc. 


The development of a line which aims political power puts important tasks on the party especially in 
organising the masses in order for them to play their role. The congress has identified the line which 
must be pursued to form popular councils as autonomous organisations of the masses. These 
councils will fulfil the tasks that will appear during political movement and armed struggle. 


The initial task in front of us is to prepare the party so that it can implement the approved political 
line and at the same time to expose the mask of Rafael Caldera's government. Caldera, by uttering 
demagogy, had declared that he would abandon neo-liberal policies and had created great hopes for a 
change in the various sections of popular movement. In fact, he remained loyal to his class and 
continued to keep the same road left by Carlos Andres Perez. 


The congress and internal discussions proved the fact that the Venezuelan working class has their 
vanguard Marxist-Leninist party which is able to meet the requirements of all conjunctions and able 
to solve the problems. However, we know that we must change some approaches in order to 
mobilise the revolutionary potential of the Venezuelan people. It is also essential for us to abandon 
bureaucratic and routine methods. The political situation in our country requires the party to have a 
theoretical openness and political flexibility which allows it to utilise fully all sorts of forms of 
struggle from legal and peaceful ones to illegal and violent ones. 


The congress has also approved the party's international commitments. The task we are aware of and 
undertake as a part of the International Communist Movement is to strengthen this movement by 
actively participating in the International Conference of M-L Parties and Organisations and by 
contributing to the other fraternal parties. 


As Marxist-Leninist fighting in the ranks of Bandera Roja, we once again announce our commitment 
to the interests of the working class and labouring people of Venezuela. We are aware that we have a 
great responsibility. However, we know that we are not alone. We also know that we have the 
internationalist support of the International Marxist-Leninist Movement and of the revolutionary 
movement in Latin America as a whole which is fighting against imperialism and its new colonialist 
forms. 

- Long live Marxism-Leninism! 

- Long live proletarian internationalism! 


-Unity of Marxist-Leninists for a new political power! 


Bandera Roja, National Political Committee 
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